
DOEIEIS-0136 Volume 2 

Public Comments 
and Responses 

FINAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

SPECIAL ISOTOPE SEPARATION PROJECT 

IDAHO NATIONAL ENGINEERING LABORATORY 

IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO 

November 1988 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

t





DOEIEIS-O 136 
Volume 2 

Public Comments 
and Responses 

FINAL 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

SPECIAL ISOTOPE SEPARATION PROJECT 

IDAHO NATIONAL ENGINEERING LABORATORY 

IDAHO FALLS, IDAHO 

November 1988 

u.s. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 



COVER SHEET 

RESPONS I BL E  AGENCY : U .  S .  Department of Energy 

T I TLE : F i n a l  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ,  Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on Project , I daho Nat i ona l 

Eng i neer i ng Laboratory , I daho Fa l l s ,  I daho 

CONTACT : Add i t i on a l  i nformat i on concern i ng  th i s  statement can be obta i ned from : 

Mr . J .  P .  Hamr i c  

S I S  Project Manager 

I daho Operat ions  Off i ce 

U . S .  Department of Energy 

785 DOE P l ace 

I daho Fa l l s ,  ID 83402- 1 1 33 
( 208 ) 526-0306 

For genera l i n fo rmat ion  on t he Department of Energy ' s  E I S  process , contact : 

Off ice  of the Ass i stant Secretary for Env i ronment , Safety and Hea l th 

U . S .  Department of Energy 

Attent i on : Ms . Caro l Borgst rom ( EH-25 ) 

D i rector ,  Off ice  of NEPA Project Ass i s tance 

Room 3E-08 0 ,  Forresta l Bu i l d i ng 

1 000 I ndependence Avenue , SW 

Wash i ngton , DC 20585 
( 202 ) 586-4600 

ABSTRACT : The purpose of t h i s  F i na l  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) i s  to  prov i de env i ronmenta l 

i nput i nto a U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) dec i s i on on the proposed construct i on and oper

at ion  of a Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) P roject us i ng the Atom i c  Vapor Lase r  I sotope 

Separat i on ( AVL I S ) process  techno logy and on the se lect i on of a s i te for such a project . 

The S I S  Project wou l d  prov i de DOE w i t h  the capab i l i ty of segregat i ng  the i sotopes of DOE

owned p l uton i um into spec i f i c  i sotop i c  concentrat i on s .  Th i s  capab i l i ty i s  needed to pro

v i de a cont i ngency,  f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and techno l og i ca l  d i vers i ty in DOE ' s  product i on of  

weapon-grade p l uton i um for  nat i on a l  defense . 

The a l ternat i ves  con s i dered i n  deta i l  i n  t h i s  E I S  i nc l ude ( 1 ) construct i n g  and operat i ng  

the S I S  Project at t he  I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer ing  Laboratory ( I N E L )  near I daho Fa l l s ,  I daho 

( the preferred a l ternat i ve ) ; ( 2 ) construct i ng and operat i ng t he S I S  Project at the Hanford 

S i te  near R i c h l and , Was h i ngton ; ( 3 )  construct i ng and operat i ng  t he S I S  Project  at the 

Savannah R i ver P l ant ( SRP ) near A i ken , South Caro l i na ;  and ( 4 )  no act i on , or not 

construct i ng  and operat i ng  the S I S  Project . 

Th i s  E I S  i nc l udes d i scus s i on of the S I S  fac i l i t i es and processes ; the env i ronmenta l 

consequences of construct i ng  and operat i ng  the fac i l i t i e s  at the a l ternat i ve s i tes  for 

rout i ne  operat i ons  and acc i dent a l  cond i t i on s ;  and the env i ronmenta l consequences of no 

act i on . 
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FOREWORD 

The purpose of t h i s  F i n a l  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) i s  to prov i de env i ronmenta l i nput 

i nto a U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) dec i s ion  on the proposed construct i on and operation of a Spe

c i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project u s i ng the Atom i c  Vapor Laser I sotope S eparat i on (AVL I S ) process 

and on the se l ec t i on of a s i te for such a project . The S I S  Pro ject i s  needed by DOE to prov i de a 

prudent l eve l of cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and techno log i cal d i vers i ty i n  DOE ' s  ex i st i ng product ion 

comp l ex for ensur i ng  that approved needs for defense nuc l ear mater i a l s  can be met . 

The S I S  Project wou l d  process ex i st i ng DOE fue l -grade p l uton i um i nto weapon·-grade p l uton i um* 

u s i ng the AVL I S  and support i ng  chem i c a l  processe s .  The AVL I S  process uses prec i se ly tuned v i s i b le 

l aser l i ght to s e l ect i ve ly i on i ze, or exc i te ,  spec i f i c  p l uton i um i sotopes i n  a vapor stream . The 

i on i zed p l uton i um i sotopes are then separated from the p l uton i um isotope of i nterest . Chem i c a l  

processes  are requ i red t o  ( 1 ) prepare t h e  AVL I S  p l uton i um feed for proces s i ng. remove amer i c i um-24 1 ,  

and cast p l uton i um meta l i nto forms that meet AVL I S  process i ng  requ i rements; ( 2 ) recover and , i f  

requ i red , pur i fy the AVL I S  p l uton i um product; and ( 3 ) recover and process t h e  AVL I S  separated 

by-products . 

The S I S  Project wou l d  requ i re the construct i on and operat i on of a Laser Support Fac i l i ty ,  wh i ch  

wou l d  house  the l aser system , a nd  a P l uton i um Proces s i ng B u i ld i ng . Construct i on and operat i on of t he 

S I S  Project wou l d  not mod i fy ( i . e . , requ i re changes or mod i f i cat i on i n  operat i on ) ex i st i ng  DOE nuc l ear 

mate ria l product i on fac i l i t i es ;  the S IS  Project wou l d  be i ntegrated w i th ex i st i ng support and waste 

management fac i l i t i e s  at the s e l ected s i te . Construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  Project wou l d  be 

conducted in accordance w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  l aws and regu l at i on s  i ntended to protect the env i ronment 

and the safety and hea lth  of workers and the pub l i c .  

The DOE fue l -grade p l uton i um that wou l d  be processed by the S I S  Pro ject wou l d  con s i st ent i re ly of 

DOE-owned p l uton i um .  Feedstock for the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  not be from commerc i a l  reactor s pent fue l 

that i s  prec l uded by l aw or from fue l prec l uded by DOE po l i cy . The fue l -grade p l uton i um to be 

proces sed i nc l udes processed N -Reactor fue l and scrap p l uton i um current ly  l ocated at the Hanford S i te 

and a sma l l  quant i ty of scrap p l uton i um current l y  at the Savannah R i ver P l ant ( SRP ) wh ich  wou l d  be 

transported to t he se l ected s i te . An add i t i on a l  potent i a l  source of fue l -grade p l uton i um for S I S  

process i ng  i s  the DOE-owned p l uton i um w i t h i n  the Fast F l ux Test Fac i l i ty ( FFTF ) fue l  a t  the Hanford 

S i te . Current l y ,  DOE i s  prepar i ng an Env i ronment a l  Assessment ( EA ) ana l yz ing  t he feas i b i l i ty and 

env i ronmenta l i mpacts of var i ous fue l -dec l add i ng  techn i ques that cou l d  be used to recover DOE-owned 

p l uton i um in the spent fue l from the FFTF . The F i na l E I S  has been mod i f ied  to i nc l ude t he cumu l at i ve 

r i sk of t ransport i n g  a l l  FFTF fue l to the S I S  Fac i l i ty from the Hanford S i te--the preferred l ocat i on 

for the dec l add i n g  act i v i ty .  Wh i l e no other DOE-owned fuel-grade mater i a l  i s  current l y  ava i l a b l e  to 

the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  it i s  poss i b l e  that future DOE i n i t i at i ves  cou l d  pro v i de feedstock for the S I S  

Fac i l i ty .  Such sources cou l d  fa l l  w i th i n  the bound i ng  analys i s  o f  t h i s  F i n a l  E I S ,  wh ich  has been 

expanded in response to pub l i c comments to ana lyze i mpact s  of operat i ng  the S I S  for a fu l l -throughput 

capac i ty 30-year m i ss i on . Wh i l e the E I S  attempts to bound the impacts by assum i ng max imum annua l 

proces s i ng throughput , year-to-year requ i rement s  for weapon-grade mater i a l  may not requ i re that 

weapon-grade mater i a l  be produced at the rated capac i t y .  When and if add i t i on a l  feed mater i a l s  a re 

i dent i f i ed for process ing  at the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  the Proposed Act i on wou l d  be rev i ewed i n  l i ght  of the 

ana lyses  presented i n  t he F i n a l  E I S  to determ i ne the need for add i t i ona l Nat i ona l Env i ronmenta l P o l icy 

Act ( NEPA ) rev i ew .  

* "Weapon-grade" p l uton i um i s  def i ned as  p l uton i um-239 nom i na l ly conta i n i ng  6-percent p l uton i um-240 . 

I n  t h i s  document t he term "fue l grade" i s  used to refer to p l uton i um conta i n i ng  greater than 6-percent 

p l uton i um-240 . 
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After SIS processing, weapon-grade plutonium would be transported to DOE ' s  Rocky Flats Plant, 
near Denver, Colorado; the by-product material would be stored on an interim basis at the location of 
the SIS Project . The by-product would be primarily plutonium-239 and 240, with lesser quantities of 
plutonium-238, 241, and 242 . The by-product material would be stored in a storage vault until such 
time as DOE evaluates its potential applicability for other possible missions. If no missjons are 
identified for the by-product material, it would be rendered into a form that would meet the Waste 
Acceptance Criteria for, and be transported to the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) near Carlsbad, 
New Mexico. Storage of the by-product material in the storage vault would not exceed the design life 
of the storage vault ( i . e., 30 years for a new Stand-Alone Storage Vault) . To bound the environmental 
impacts, the transport of by-product to the WIPP has been analyzed in the Final EIS. 

Within this Final EIS, all annual consequences are based on the maximum SIS throughput or 
processing rate as well as the maximum quantities of SIS materials (feed, products, and wastes ) that 
could be handled, generated, and transported in a single year to bound the reasonably foreseeable 
routine and accidental consequences of SIS operation . The presentation of annual environmental 
consequences is consistent with current regulatory standards [e . g . ,  the U . S .  Environmental Protection 
Agency's (EPA ' s )  National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants ( NESHAP) ]  and DOE Orders. 
It is also consistent with the DOE Defense Program's practice of establishing production goals at its 
facilities commensurate with annually approved requirements for defense nuclear materials. To bound 
( i . e., determine the maximum ) potential cumulative consequences over the design life of the fac ility, 
an analysis of cumulative consequences of SIS operation for 30 years has been conducted in this Final 
EIS. 

The DOE 's  Preferred Alternat i ve considered in th is Final EIS is to construct and operate the SIS 
Project at the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory (INEL) near Idaho Falls, Idaho. The alternatives 
to this Proposed Action, which are also addressed in this EIS, are to construct and operate the SIS 
Project at the Hanford Site near Richland, Washington; construct and operate the SIS Project at the 
SRP near Aiken, South Carolina; and take no action, or not construct and operate the SIS Project . 

The DOE has prepared this Final EIS in compliance with the requirements of NEPA . Copies of this 
Final EIS were distributed to interested agencies, organizations, and individuals . 

Public hearings were held on the Draft EIS. The transcripts from these hearings, accompanying 
exhibits, and written comments submitted to DOE are available to the public upon request as 
supplemental volumes ( Volumes 3 through 6) to the Final EIS . Volume 2 of the Final EIS contains DOE ' s  
responses to all comments received on the Draft EIS . In addition, a summary of the issues and 
concerns identified by the comments and a discussion regarding how comments are addressed in the Final 
EIS have been included in Volume 1 and Volume 2 .  

The most noteworthy changes/enhancements in the Final EIS with respect to the Draft EIS made in 
response to the comments are as follows : 

o The clarification of the need for the SIS Project . 

o The incorporation of recently available on-going design data as well as adoption of potential 
laser and process modifications previously discussed in the Draft EIS . 

o The reflection of recent des ign changes ensuring the separation of process and nonprocess 
l i quid waste streams to ensure that only nonrad ioactive and nonhazardous liquid effluents 
would be d ischarged to a new Idaho Chemical Processing Plant ( ICPP) percolation pond. 
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o The inclusion of an expanded discussion on the number of construction and operational workers 
associated with the S IS  Project and the potential socioeconomic impacts of these workforces . 

o The inclusion of transuranic (TRU) wastes, SIS by-product, and onsite low-level waste ( LLW), 
in the analysis of the transport of SIS materials, including the cumulative risk from all 
shipments over the 3D-year facility design life . 

o The recalculation of facility accident consequences based on continuing safety analysis 
studies and the reexamination of potential release fractions . 

o The extension of an impact analysis to include the cumulative quantities of wastes and risks 
for 1 year ( annual) and 30 years ( facility design life) . 

The Final EIS has been structured to conform as closely as possible to the format described in 
the Council on Environmental Quality ( CEQ) Regulation 40 CFR Parts 1502 . 1  through 1502 . 18. The first 
volume contains the main body of the Final EIS and additional detailed information in appendices . 
Vertical lines in the margins of Volume 1 indicate where revisions or additions were made to the Draft 
E I S .  Volume 2 contains a summary of all comments received on the Draft E IS  and DOE's responses to 
these comments as well as all written questions that were submitted at the public hearings . Volumes 3 
through 6, which are available on request, contain reproductions of all the comments received . Copies 
of Volumes 3 through 6 have also been placed in libraries and reading rooms to improve accessibility 
to the pUblic . 

Volumes 1 and 2 of the Final EIS  have been sent to those who commented on the Draft EIS and to 
those who received the Draft E IS, is available to members of the public, and has been filed with the 
EPA . A notice of availability of the Final E IS  has been published by EPA in the Federal 
DOE will make its decision on whether to construct and operate the S IS  Project and on the selection of 
a site, if the SIS Project is to be constructed and operated, not earlier than 30 days after 
publication of the EPA notice of availability . DOE will document its decision in a publicly available 
Record of Decision . 
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INTRODUCTION 

The comment/response and comment (reproduced public input) volumes of the Special Isotope 
Separation (SIS) Project Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) have been prepared in compliance 
with the Council on Envi.ronmental Quality (CEQ) regulations 40 CFR 1 503.4 and 1506 . 6, which provide 
for the consideration of comments received during the public comment period on the Draft EIS. All 
comments received are reproduced in Volumes 3 through 6 .  Volume 2 contains a summary of the responses 
by the Department of Energy ( DOE) to the approximate ly 1 2, 600 comments from approximately 1,400 
individuals received by the DOE during the public comment period, and during six public hearings 
conducted in March 1988. 

Notice of availability of the Draft EIS for the SIS Project, hereafter referred to as the Draft 
EIS, appeared in the Federal on February 19, 1988 . The Federal notice invited 
comment on the Draft EIS within the 60-day comment period, which ended April 21,  1988. Six public 
hearings were held, as follows: 

Idaho Falls, Idaho 
Twin Falls, Idaho 
Boise, Idaho 

March 25 and 3D, 1988 
March 28 and 31, 1988 
March 26 and 29, 1988 

Copies of the Draft EIS were distributed to individua ls and organizations who participated in the 
scoping meetings; to those who requested copies of the Draft EIS, including reviewers of the October 
31,  1986 Notice of Intent; to state and Federal agencies; to legislators; to public libraries; and to 
the media . In addition, summaries of the Draft EIS were provided upon request. 

HANDLING OF COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

At the beginning of the public comment period, a procedure was established to receive, document, 
identify, and prepare responses to public comments . Each comment (written, oral, or an exhibit) was 
assigned an identification number and is reproduced in Volumes 3 through 6 of the Final EIS. 

The identification numbers assigned were as follows: 

IXXX = Oral testimony given at the March 25 Idaho Falls hearing . 
I5XX = Oral testimony given at the March 30 Idaho Falls hearing . 
TXXX = Oral testimony given at the March 28 Twin Falls hearing . 
T5XX = Oral testimony given at the March 31 Twin Falls hearing . 
BXXX = Oral testimony given at the March 26 Boise hearing . 
B2XX = Oral testimony given at the March 29 Boise hearing . 
WXXX = Written testimony sent to DOE during the comment period. 
EXXX = Exhibits ( i . e . ,  written testimony, letters, pictures, poems) submitted at the hearing. 
XXX = Number designating order in which the testimony was received . 

Note: The Moscow City Council Commission on Health and the Environment held a public hearing to 
obtain comment on the Draft EIS for the proposed SIS Project . The transcripts and exhibits 
received by DOE from this hearing have been entered into the record as written comment W284. 

The 12, 600 comments received from 1,400 individuals were reviewed, and specific 
questions/statements within each were identified. Each question/statement was identified by topic, 
assigned a number (for example 2 . 2 . 1 )  and categorized . For example, major topics included policy, 
technical, preferences for alternatives, National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, need and 
purpose of the SIS Project, and so forth . 
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Some of the comments focused on one topic and contained only one or two specific statements or 
questions . Others however, addressed a number of issues. With the exception of some editorial 
comments (which were simply incorporated into the text of the Final E IS ),  each specific comment 
identified has been addressed in Volume 2 .  Frequently, a specific comment was raised by a number of 
different commentors. In such instances, a single summary and response was provided. 

All letters, transcripts of oral testimony, and accompanying eXhibits were photostatically 
reproduced and are included in Volumes 3 through 6 of the Final E I S .  

Figure 1 shows how the comments were handled from receipt t o  inclusion i n  the Final E I S .  

Document Volumes Photostated -------> 3 through 6 

Corrrnents Comments Topical Response 

("Comments") 

Received and -> 
Numbered 

Document (Written; 
Transcribed Testimony 
or Exhibit ) Reviewed 
and Corrrnents, Questions, 
and Issues I dentified 
and ASSigned a Number 

-> Categorized -> Breakdown --> Developed ___ > Comment 
Response 
Volume 2 

F INDING RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

Figure 1 
Treatment of Comments 

and Number 
ASSigned 

This volume is one of six volumes comprIsIng the final EIS for the SIS Project . Volumes 2 
through 6 were published in response to public comments received on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement for the Special Isotope Separation Project . The numbers and corresponding titles of each 
volume are as follows : 

Volume No. 

1 
2 
3 
4 and 5 
6 

Final Environmental Impact Statement (main text) 
Responses to Public Comments 
Proceedings of the Public Meetings (Oral Testimony) 
Exhibits of the Public Meetings 
Letters of Public Interest (Written Testimony ) 

Appendices are included at the end of Volume 2 to help locate specific questions/statements in a 
letter, exhibit, or transcript of oral testimony and DOE ' s  response . Each paraphrased (summary) 
comment is assigned a number which is referred to as the comment number; these numbers appear in the 
margins of Volumes 3 through 6 .  DOE ' s  response is located with the same number in Volume 2 .  I n  this 
way, each comment can be traced from the original to a summary comment and DOE ' s  response . 

x 
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Appendix A is an alphabetical listing of all individuals and organizations who submitted 
testimony, either in oral or written form . To the right of each name is a list of all the comment 
numbers assigned to statements or questions made by the commentor and �OE's response, and also the 
volume and page number where the testimony is located. 

Appendices B through 0 are similar to Appendix A with the exception that the names of the 
individuals and organizations are listed in the order that their comment was received . Appendix B is 
a listing of oral testifiers, Appendix C lists exhibits, and Appendix 0 lists written comments . As in 
Appendix A, opposite each submitter's name is a listing of the summary comment numbers which identify 
comments extracted from that person's or organization's testimony, and the volume and page number 
where the testimony is located . 

Appendix E provides a numerical listing of the comment and response numbers contained in Volume 
2 .  Listed opposite each comment number are the submittal numbers of each individual or organization 
who made a comment which is addressed in that summary comment . 

As an aid to the reader in locating information in Volumes 2 through 6, the following 
instructions are provided: 

1 .  To find comments and the DOE 

o Look in Appendix A in the back of Volume 2 .  
o Find your name (names are in alphabetical order) . 
o Look under the comment number heading ( e . g . ,  2 . 2.2) . 
o Summary comments and responses are identified by numbers located to the right of your name . 
o These comment numbers are in numerical order in Volume 2. 
o Find each comment number in Volume 2, and opposite the number will be a comment summary which 

represents your comment . 
o The �OE's response to your comment is directly below the comment summary. 

2 .  To find in Volumes 3 6 

o Look in Appendix A in the back of Volume 2 .  
o Find your name ( names are in alphabetical order) . 
o Find the volume number and page number located to the right of your name . 
o Look on the page number within the volume identified. 

3. To find the of others who made comment 

o Look in Appendix A in the back of Volume 2 .  
o Find your name . 
o Look under the comment numbers heading . 
o Find the comment numbers that were extracted from your testimony . 
o Look in Appendix E in the back of Volume 2 .  
o Find the comment number in Appendix E that was by your name in Appendix A .  Appendix E lists 

the comment numbers in numerical order. 
o Look at the testimony numbers opposite that comment number . (Each number identifies an 

individual who made a comment similar to yours . )  
o Go to Appendix B if the number begins with a T, B, or I (i.e . ,  T126, B126, or 1126). 
o Go to Appendix C if the number beg i ns with E (i . e . ,  E126) .  
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o Go to Appendix 0 I f  the number begins with W ( I . e . ,  W126) .  
o Appendices B, C and 0 have the testimony numbers I n  numerical order . 
o Find the name of the person or organization and the location of their testimony . 
o Look up the testimony I n  Volumes 3 through 6 as applicable. 

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS AND RESPONSES ON THE DRAFT EIS 

During the 60-day public comment period on the Draft EIS, more than 1400 individuals and 
organizations provided DOE with comments and approximately 13, 775 individuals signed petitions on its 
proposal to construct and operate the SIS Project . Approximately 58 percent of the I ndividuals and 
organizations providing comments ( I . e . ,  about 810 commentors) were opposed to locating the SIS Project 
at the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory (INEL) or the DOE proposal to construct and operate the 
SIS Project ( I . e . ,  they supported No Action) . Of the petitions received from the I ndividuals and 
organizations providing comments, about 94 percent of the total number of names on the petitions 
(i.e . ,  about 12,940) supported the DOE's Preferred Alternative of locating the SIS Project at the 
INEL . Only three commentors of the approximately 1400 providing comments I dentified a preference for 
locating or not locating the SIS Project at either the Hanford Site or the Savannah River Plant (SRP) . 

Numerous comments were submitted during the review period on the Draft EIS supporting the 
construction and operation of the SIS Project at the preferred location of the INEL and/or the need 
for the facility . Selected topics raised I n  support of the Preferred Alternative were centered on: 
Economic and Employment Benefits, Potential High-Technology Spinoffs, Project's Need for National 
Defense, Excellent INEL Safety Record, Existing Infrastructure to Support Project, Labor/Management 
Relationship, and Openness of and Access to INEL Management. 

DOE also received numerous comments on a wide range of topics, In written statements, letters, 
and oral testimony that opposed the Preferred Alternative of constructing and operating the SIS 
Project at the INEL . The following lists the main Issues . 

1 .  Need and Justification for the SIS Project 
2 .  SIS Feed Material and Period of Operation 
3 .  Geologic Hazards 
4 .  Waste and Waste Management 
5 .  Atmospheric Emissions 
6 .  Facility Accidents 
7 .  Transportation Safety 
8 .  Emergency Preparedness 
9 .  Health Effects 

1 0 .  Socioeconomics 
1 1 .  NEPA Process 
1 2 .  INEL Mission 
13 . Independent Monitoring 

For each of the topics listed above which did not support the Preferred Alternative, the 
following pages list the topic, specific comments under the topic, and a summary of DOE's response to 
the specific comments . 

1 .  Statements and on Need and for the 

o The SIS Project and the weapon-grade plutonium It would produce are not needed because ( 1) 
there are already enough plutonium and nuclear weapons, (2) reductions I n  nuclear weapons 
resulting from arms agre�nts would provide additional quantities of plutonium, and (3) 
plutonium, unlike tritium, does not have to be replaced .  
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o The SIS Project is contrary to efforts to reduce nuclear weapons . 

o Construction and operation of the SIS Project would violate the Nuclear Non-Proliferation 
Treaty or would increase the potential proliferation risk. 

o The Secretary of Energy stated that the nation is "awash" in plutonium . 

o Other alternatives [blending, weapons recycling, restarting N-Reactor, and the Atomic Vapor 
Laser Isotope Separation (AVLIS) demonstration facility at the Lawrence Livermore National 
Laboratory (LLNL)] would provide the redundancy and flexibility DOE requires for plutonium 
production, and enriched uranium or fuel-grade plutonium rather than weapon-grade plutonium 
could be used directly in nuclear weapons . 

o The EIS  should have a classified appendix that supports the need for the Project . 

The national policy on nuclear weapons, their deployment, and their number is a policy decision 
which is made by the President of the United States and approved through the alJthorization and 
appropriation process of the United States Congress . Although DOE and the Department of Defense 
provide input to the President through the National Security Council on this national policy and 
implement such policy, approval of the policy is the responsibility of the President and the United 
States Congress . The quantities of weapon-grade plutonium from retired nuclear weapons and those 
dismantled as a result of nuclear weapon agreements are included in an annually prepared document 
known as the Nuclear Weapons Stockpile Memorandum ( NWSM) ,  and are accounted for in the determination 
of any new weapon-grade plutonium required for national defense . Plutonium, unlike tritium, does not 
decay rapidly; however, modernization programs approved by the President and Congress require 
replacing older warheads that used uranium enriched in the isotope uranium-235 with new warheads that 
use weapon-grade plutonium . 

The SIS Project is needed by DOE to provide a prudent level of contingency, flexibility, and 
technological diversity, given the current age of and limitations on existing production facilities 
and reactor-based issues which have impacted the nation's capability to produce plutonium . I t  is not 
being proposed to satisfy a specific requirement for the production of new weapon-grade plutonium . 
Both the President and the United States Congress, as reflected by approved authorizations and 
appropriations, have supported the need for the contingency, flexibility, and technological diversity 
that the SIS Project would prOVide . 

The United States will continue to pursue verifiable agreements to reduce nuclear weapons while 
maintaining the capability of producing special nuclear materials for national defense . Until 
verifiable agreements have been reached to eliminate nuclear weapons, the capability of producing 
special nuclear materials for national defense must be maintained as an integral part of the nation's 
nuclear deterrence policy . 

Construction and operation of the SIS Project would not violate the Treaty on the 
Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons or increase the potential proliferation risk . The SIS Facility, 
like all United States facilities engaged in the production of special nuclear materials for national 
defense, would not be a candidate for International Atomic Energy Agency ( IAEA) inspection, and 
sensitive nuclear technology would not be available to assist a foreign country in the design or 
operation of a facility for producing nuclear weapon material . All information contained within this 
E IS  and its pUblicly available support documents has been reviewed to exclude sensitive nuclear 
technology and classified information . 
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Energy Secretary Herrington's statement that the nation is "awash in plutonium" was made during 
budget deliberations early in 1988. Secretary Herrington ( in later testimony before the Senate 
Committee on Armed Services Subcommittee on Strategic Forces and Nuclear Deterrence) characterized his 
earlier comment as an "overstatement" and clarified the issue by stating that adequate supplies of 
plutonium are available in the short term, but over the longer term ( i . e . ,  by 1995) there is no 
assurance that plutonium needs can be met . It is important to note that a new production reactor 
would have the primary mission of tritium production and would not provide a technologically diverse 
source of weapon-grade plutonium . Such diversity is required as reflected in the need statement for 
the SIS Project . 

Blending of fuel-grade plutonium with plutonium of higher-than-weapon-grade purity is entirely 
dependent on the existing SRP production reactors that were constructed in the early 1950s . The 
reactors at the SRP are currently the subject of several safety concerns and are also the nation's 
only source of tritium production . Although the N-Reactor could be restarted, the years of potential 
future operation are limited by the distortion of the reactor's graphite moderator . Recycling of 
weapon-grade plutonium from retired weapons has occurred and will continue to occur, and recovered 
material is accounted for in the need for new weapon-grade plutonium; however, recycling and recovery 
of material from weapons cannot provide a source of new weapon-grade plutonium and is dependent on 
approved schedules for T'etirements and uncertainties with respect to future agreements on nuclear 
weapons . The SIS demonstration facility at LLNL has been designed to demonstrate the AVLIS technology 
and system capabilities and is unsuitable for production . While fuel-grade plutonium or enriched 
uranium could be used directly in nuclear weapons, such use is contrary to the currently approved 
modernization programs for nuclear weapons . Potential national emergencies that might require the use 
of any of these alternatives are speculative and not within the scope of this EIS . 

A discussion of the need and underlying purpose for which DOE is proposing the project was 
presented in Section 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft EIS, in accordance with CEQ's regulations (40  CFR 1502 . 13), 
and has been expanded in the Final EIS in response to comments received . The SIS Project is not being 
proposed to meet identified requirements for weapon-grade plutonium, but rather is being proposed to 
provide a prudent level of contingency, flexibility, and technological diversity . A classified 
appendix on supply capability is, therefore, not considered to be needed. 

2 .  Statements and Comments on SIS Feed Material and Period of 

o DOE plans to use commercial spent fuel as a feed for the SIS Project . 

o Sufficient feed material does not exist to justify the cost and operation of the SIS Project . 

o The Draft EIS did not assess the environmental impacts of the processing of the Fast Flux Test 
Facility (FFTF) fuel. 

o Impacts should be assessed for the 3D-year life of the facility . 

DOE to the Previous Comments: 

DOE has not considered nor does it plan to use commercial spent fuel precluded by law as feed for 
the SIS Project . Current law (Hart-Simpson-Mitche11 Amendment) prohibits the recovering of plutonium 
from spent U . S .  commercial fuel for use in weapons . DOE complies with the law and has no intention of 
requesting Congress to change the law . The Draft EIS clearly identified in its "Foreword" that 
sources of SIS feed material would not include plutonium derived from such spent commercial fuel . 
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DOE has i dent i f i ed an i n i t i a l  quant i ty  of feed mate r i a l  that wou l d  res u l t  i n  o n l y  severa l years 

of S I S  operat i on ( currently est imated as 8- 10  years in cont rast to the 6-8 years as prev ious l y  

reported ) ,  i f  t h e  S I S  Pro ject were operated a t  max imum t hroughput capac i ty .  Th i s  i n c l udes DOE-owned , 

Defense Program o r i g i n  mater i a l  i n  the FFTF l ocated at the Hanford S i t e ,  were i t  to become ava i l ab l e .  

Add i t i ona l sources o f  DOE -owned feed mater i a l ,  but not i nc l ud i ng p l uton i um de r ived from s pent 

commerc i a l  fue l pre c l uded by l aw ,  may be ava i l ab le  depend i ng on add i t i ona l DOE product i on i n i t i at i ves 

and the l im i tat i ons  on ex i st i ng product i on fac i l i t i es . DOE be l i eves that the feed mate r i a l  current l y  

i dent i f i ed prov i des , w i thout re l y i ng o n  the ava i l ab i l i ty o f  mater i a l  from FFTF , a suff i c i ent  bas i s  t o  

proceed w i t h  t he S I S  Project to  prov i de a prudent l eve l o f  cont i ngency , f lex i b i l i ty ,  and techno l og i ca l 

d i vers i ty .  The spec i f i c  quant i t i es  of fue l -grade mater i a l  ava i lab l e  are c lass i f i ed ;  however , Chapter 

1 of the E I S  has been updated to state that the current quant i t i es i dent i f i ed prov i de for o n l y  severa l 

years ( current l y  est imated as 8- 10  years ) of S I S  operat ion  assum i ng fu l l  t hroughput capac i ty .  

Current l y ,  DOE i s  prepar i ng an Env i ronmenta l Assessment ( EA ) ana l yz i ng t he feas i b i l i ty and 

env i ronmenta l i mpact s  of var i ous fue l -dec ladd i ng techn i ques t hat cou l d  be used to recover DOE-owned 

p l uton i um in the spent fue l from t he FFTF . The Foreword to t he F i na l E I S  has been mod i f i ed to ref lect 

th i s  con s i derat i on .  The annua l impacts  of potent i a l ly  transport ing  the processed FFTF fue l wou l d  be 

the same as those for transport i ng N-Reactor fue l -grade p l uton i um to S I S  fac i l i t i es . Sect i on 4 . 5 . 1  

and the s ummary of the  F i na l  E I S  have been mod i f i ed to i nc l ude the cumu l at i ve r i sk of trans port i ng a l l  

FFTF fue l to  the S I S  Fac i l i ty from the Hanford S i te , the preferred l ocat i on for the dec ladd i ng 

act i v i ty .  However , i t  shou l d  be noted t hat i n  add i t i on to i t s  potent i a l  use as feed for S I S ,  t he FFTF 

spent fue l cou l d  be b lended to produce weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  and a dec i s i on to  bu i l d the  S I S  Project 

does not forec lose  opt i ons concern ing  use of FFTF fue l .  

Con s i stent w i th current regu l atory standards [e . g . ,  the U . S .  Env i ronment a l  Protect i on Agency ' s  
( E PA ' s )  Nat i ona l Em i s s i on Standards for Hazardous A i r  Po l l utants ( N ESHAP ) )  and DOE Defense Program ' s  

pract i ce of estab l i sh i ng product i on goa l s  at i t s  fac i l i t i es commensurate w i t h  annua l ly approved 

req u i rements for defense nuc lear mater i a l s ,  the Draft E I S  presented the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l 

consequences of the S I S  Pro ject based on i t s  max imum annua l throughput or process rate . To bound 

( i . e . , determ i ne the max i mum ) potent i a l  cumu lat i ve consequences over the des ign l i fe of the fac i l i ty ,  

a n  ana lys i s  o f  cumu l at i ve consequences o f  S I S  operat i on for 3 0  years has been i nc l uded i n  t h i s  F i na l 

E I S .  

3 .  S tatements  and Comments on Hazards 

o The I N EL  area i s  geo l og i ca l ly act i ve and therefore unsu i ta b l e  as  a l ocat i on for the S I S  

Project . 

o The Draft E I S  underest imated the frequency of vo lcan i c  act i v i ty  on the Snake R i ver P l a i n .  

o Data s uggest that vo l can i c  erupt i on s  cou l d  occur . 

o The Draft E I S  presented an unrea l i s t i ca l ly l ow est i mate of the probab i l i ty of the occurrence 

of h i gh-magn i tude earthquakes i n  the I NEL  area . 

o The I NE L  shou l d  be des i gnated as a se i sm i c  r i sk  Zone 3 (major damage ) area rather than a 

Zone 2 ( moderate damage) area . 

DOE to the Pre v i ous  Comment s : 

Chapter 3 of the  F i na l  E I S  has been expanded to i nc l ude a deta i l ed d i scuss ion  of se i sm i c  and 

vo lcan i c  hazards i n  the I NEL reg i on .  A l though the Eastern Snake R i ver P l a i n  has a geo l og i c  h i story of 

vo l can i c  act i v i ty ,  the potent i a l  threat from vo l can i c  erupt ions  is cons i dered l ow .  Dur i ng a per i od of 
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eruptive activity at a particular fissure eruption zone, the interval between eruptions (once 
eruptions have begun) may be 2000 to 3000 years. The interval between the major eruptive cycles 
measured on the INEL is between 80,000 and 225,000 years . 

Chapter 3 of the Final EIS has also been expanded to discuss predictions of future earthquake 
activity along potential faults (Arco and Howe segments) with magnitudes of 7 . 3  to 7 . 5 with a 
recurrence interval of approximately 30,000 years . Anticipated accelerations resulting from this 
postulated event indicate that the Design-Basis Earthquake ( DBE) standards used for the Plutonium 
Processing Building and By-Product Storage Vault are appropriate and would not be exceeded . 

The Uniform Building Code seismic zone map is frequently updated, normally every 3 years, based 
on new or additional earthquake data . In light of the 1983 Mt . Borah earthquake and other data, the 
area included in Zone 3 in the 1987 version of the map was expanded over the 1981 version . However, 
the INEL is still in Zone 2B, consistent with the data recorded from the 1983 Mt . Borah earthquake .  
Another approach of seismic hazard zoning i s  even more useful, a s  i t  takes into account earthquake 
frequency . The map developed for this approach shows the SIS site in the lowest zone of earthquake 
potential, based on historic data (Keller, E . A . ,  1987, Environmental 5th ed . ,  Merrill 
Publishing Co., p .  157). 

4 .  Statements and Comments on Waste and Waste 

o The availability and disposal capacity of the Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) are uncertain 
and the Draft EIS did not assess alternatives if the WIPP is not available . The INEL would 
become a de facto storage location in the event that the WIPP is unavailable . 

o Long-term storage of radioactive waste at the INEL is unacceptable. 

o The INEL has already contaminated the Snake River Plain aquifer and is a candidate Superfund 
site. 

o Storage of radioactive waste at the INEL poses a threat to the Snake River Plain aquifer . 

DOE to the Previous Comments: 

DOE plans to transport all stored and newly generated transuranic (TRU) waste to the WIPP in New 
Mexico, as stated in its Record of Decision prepared on the Final EIS for the WIPP ( DOE/EIS-0026) . 
DOE is currently working with the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) to address experimentation and 
research activities supporting the performance assessment being conducted to demonstrate compliance 
with EPA disposal standards for TRU waste (40 CFR 191 ) . In addition, WIPP will comply with all 
applicable requirements of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA ) . DOE is currently 
working with the EPA and the State of New Mexico to resolve uncertainties regarding the procedures for 
obtaining a RCRA permit for WIPP . 

Recent discussions on the storage capacity limitations of TRU waste at the WIPP have been focused 
on the amount of TRU waste that would be initially received by the WIPP for experimental purposes to 
support performance assessment studies prior to a decision to making WIPP fully operational as a 
disposal facility . These discussions are unrelated to the design capacity for TRU waste emplacement 
at the WIPP . Reports of the WIPP's leaking involve the intertWining of two separate issues: 

'
( 1 )  

water that ran down the walls of shafts, before grouting was completed, from water-bearing strata in 
the rocks overlying the salt beds; and ( 2) brine migration within the salt beds themselves . With 
respect to water from overlying strata, the flow has been eliminated by grouting the shaft walls above 
the salt to seal off the water . When the facility is decommiSSioned, the shafts will be entirely 
backfilled and sealed at several locations with engineered materials designed to minimize any 
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leakage. Inflow from this source will then be inconsequential. With respect to brine migration 
within the salt beds, actual measurements to date indicate that brine migration can be absorbed by 
backfill materials, preventing the accumulation of liquids . The amount of brine migration is less 
than originally contained in the salt mined out of the room. DOE will continue to coordinate with the 
NAS to resolve and conduct those studies required to initiate operations at the WIPP . 

In the unlikely event that the WIPP performance assessment indicates that the WIPP is unsuitable 
for the disposal of TRU waste, DOE would undertake studies and evaluations to determine acceptable 
alternatives . These alternatives would be covered by a separate NEPA review as the DOE would be faced 
with a general issue regarding disposal of TRU wastes from several sources, of which the TRU waste 
generated by SIS would be a small part . In summary, assessments of alternatives to the WIPP as part 
of the SIS Project are not considered appropriate, as ( 1 )  DOE has received no evidence, nor has it 
been made aware of any scientific study which negates continuing to plan for the disposal of TRU waste 
at the WIPP, and ( 2 )  the WIPP has been and would continue to be the subject of a separate NEPA review, 
as part of an independent decision-making process . 

If the SIS Project were located at the INEL, the only radioactive wastes that would be stored or 
disposed of at the INEL would be low-level radioactive waste ( LLW) and mixed wastes . The maximum 
amount of LLW that would be generated by the SIS Project and disposed of at the I NEL would represent 
less than 1 percent of the quantities currently being disposed of at the INEL. A bounding ( i . e., 
using extremely conservative assumptions) analysis of LLW included in the Draft EIS and Final EIS 
clearly indicates that the disposal of SIS-generated LLW would not result in contamination ( i . e . ,  
concentration above drinking water standards) of the Snake River Plain aquifer beneath the disposal 
area . While the quantities of SIS-generated mixed waste that would be stored at the INEL represent a 
greater percentage of total mixed wastes ( i . e . ,  about 15 percent ) ,  all mixed waste would be stored in 
a facility meeting'RCRA requirements. All storage facilities for mixed waste are subject to 
inspection by the EPA to ensure that storage practices are being followed which prevent potential 
contamination of groundwater. 

In addition to LLW and mixed waste, SIS by-product material, which is highly radioactive but not 
considered a waste, would be stored onsite in a specially designed storage vault . The storage vault 
is designed to contain canisters of the by-product material without releasing radioactive material . 

Currently, only three sites at the INEL require corrective action under RCRA: the Test Reactor 
Area (TRA) Warm Waste Pond, Test Area North (TAN) groundwater, and the Radioactive Waste Management 
Complex (RWMC) . The Final EIS in Section 3 . 1.4 . 4  includes an expanded discussion of these three 
sites . Studies and corrective action plans for each of these sites are being prepared . In all cases, 
those practices which resulted in the need to undertake corrective action have been stopped or changed 
(e . g . ,  the use of chromate-based algicide and corrosion inhibitors for the TRA Warm Waste Pond, which 
resulted in chromium being detected in perched groundwater underneath the pond, was stopped after 
1970 ) . The construction and operation of the SIS Project would not affect the implementation of any 
required corrective action. 

The primary source of radionuclide contamination in the Snake River Plain aquifer resulted from 
the previous practice of using an injection well . This practice, similar to those which resulted in 
hazardous contamination, has been stopped. DOE is planning to plug the well with cement in 1989 (this 
process is called abandonment in legal terms ) and will meet the requirements set forth in the State of 
Idaho Rules and for Construction and Use of Wells published in August of 1984 . 

Storage of SIS-generated radioactive waste and by-product would not pose a threat to the Snake 
River Plain aquifer, and corrective actions are being implemented to protect groundwater resources. 
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5 .  Statements and Comments on 

o Releases of Freon to the environment pose an unacceptable environmental and health risk, and 
recycling/reuse/substitution should be considered . 

o The cumulative impact of radioactive releases into the environment on humans and the 
environment was not adequately assessed . 

o The INEL has already contaminated wildlife and the EIS should assess the radioactive impacts 
on wildlife . 

o The EIS should state that a Prevention of Significant Deterioration ( PSD) permit will be 
required prior to the operation of the SIS Project . 

DOE to the Previous Comments: 

Section 4 . 1 . 2 . 2  of the Final EIS has been modified to include the estimated number of skin 
cancers that could potentially result from the emissions of Freon resulting from the refurbishment of 
laser electronic packages in the SIS . SIS emissions of Freon would represent only about 0 . 006 percent 
of the consumption of Freon in the United States (approximately 6 . 7  x 108 1b/year) and would result 
in an annual calculated increase in the risk of a fatal skin cancer to an individual in the United 
States of only about 2 . 7  x 10-12 . Ongoing engineering development is being pursued to further 
reduce Freon emissions through the use of chiller and condensate systems to reduce evaporation and 
vapor recovery systems for recycling Freon . In addition, the SIS Project personnel are working with 
commercial Freon manufacturers to identify and/or develop substitute dielectric coolants that will 
have no adverse impact on the environment . These potential substitutes are being evaluated and will 
be used when available . 

Releases of radioactivity to the atmosphere from DOE facilities must comply with the EPA's 
NESHAP . The NESHAP standard is an annual standard applicable to the cumulative atmospheric releases 
of radioactive emissions from all sources at a particular DOE facility ( e . g . ,  the INEL) . Sections 
4 . 5. 1 . 4  and 4 . 5 . 2  of the Final EIS discuss the cumulative radiological impacts ( i . e . ,  from the SIS 
Project, authorized projects, and existing facilities) and compare them to this standard . An analysis 
of accumulated releases and of risks of radioactive releases has been included in Section 4 . 5 . 1  of the 
Final EIS for 30 years ( facility design lifetime) . 

The concentrations of radioactive materials in the wildlife near the Idaho Chemical ProceSSing 
Plant (ICPP) have been studied. Although data indicate some levels of contamination in wildlife 
species, the levels of contamination are extremely low [e . g . ,  using the highest cesium concentrations 
in pronghorn antelope collected within 10 kilometers (6 miles) of the ICPP, the resultant exposure was 
10 percent of that from naturally occurring potassium-40 in their bodies and less than 2 percent of 
that from natural external sources in their surrounding environment] . The atmospheric emissions of 

- 7  radioactivity from the SIS Project would be less than 1 . 4 x 10  percent of the applicable EPA 
standards, and would not pose any radiological risk or threat to wildlife . 

Section 5 . 4  of the Final EIS has been modified to include a brief discussion of 40 CFR 82 
concerning stratospheric ozone protection, and Section 5 . 6 . 3  has also been modified to indicate that a 
PSD permit for the SIS Project is being developed, including any regulated emission for which there is 
not an EPA de minimis level under Idaho's PSD regulations . 
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6 .  Statements and Comments on Accidents 

o Since the SIS Project is a unique facility and has yet to be demonstrated, designs or design 
criteria do not exist upon which to adequately assess safety . 

o The Draft EIS did not sufficiently consider propagating accidents or externally initiated 
accidents . 

o Assumptions used in the Draft EIS accident analysis were not conservative, and an independent 
analysis indicates that accident consequences would exceed Nuclear Regulatory Commission ( NRC) 
standards. 

o The costs of accidents such as losses in the value of agricultural products sold and to the 
tourism and recreation industries were not identified in the Draft EIS . 

o The Draft EIS did not include a worst-case accident as required by NEPA . 

DOE to the Previous Comments: 

The AVLIS technology represents a new technology but one that has been demonstrated 
experimentally to verify the analytical design models at each step . Other systems and processes such 
as pyrochemical and aqueous processing, waste handling, and plutonium processing utilize proven 
technologies that are used in other DOE Defense Program facilities . While it is true, based on 
preliminary designs and safety evaluations, that not all values used can be precisely defined, 
bounding values (e.g . ,  maximum quantities available for release) were used in the EIS to determine the 
upper range of potential environmental consequences . NEPA requires the assessment of potential 
environmental consequences early within the planning process for a project; preparation of an EIS 
after completion of a final design for a project would not allow or provide the opportunity for 
incorporation of environmental considerations into the potential implementation of the project . 

The Draft EIS and the Final EIS discuss the potential environmental consequences from a DBE 
followed by fire, which is an externally initiated natural phenomenon . Other externally initiated 
natural phenomena such as a tornado, tornado-driven missiles, and snow load would have lower 
consequences and were therefore not presented in the EIS. Propagating accidents (one accident which 
results from the consequence of a preceding accidental event) are normally considered to be those 
accidents which are initiated by a sequence of events that lead to an accidental release of 
radioactive material . The EIS addresses quantities of plutonium at risk (t�e amount of plutonium 
which could be dispersed as a result of a hypothetical accident) that maximize the potential release 
and consequences independent of whether the accident is initiated by a single event or a series of 
events . Whether the accident is of a propagating nature or not, it would not affect the maximum 
quantities of plutonium at risk. 

Assumptions used in the Draft EIS, with two exceptions, were representative and/or conservative 
for the SIS Project . The major conservative assumptions include postulating releases based on maximum 
quantities of plutonium at risk; using degraded high-efficiency particulate air ( HEPA) filter 
efficiencies (i . e . ,  down to a percent efficiency); postulating accident scenarios which do not take 
credit for engineered safety features and administrative controls. With respect to the assumptions' 
made in the Draft EIS, two assumptions were either not representative or conservative and have 
therefore been revised for this Final EIS. These two assumptions were ( 1 )  the inclusion of a plateout 
factor of 2 (a factor accounting for the fallout of plutonium in ductwork was inadvertently used 
twice) and ( 2) the quantities of plutonium at risk for the design-basis fire in a single area and 
uncontrolled chemical reaction events . For the Final EIS, the redundant plateout factor of 2 has not 
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been used and the quantities of plutonium at risk for the design-basis fire in a single area and the 
uncontrolled chemical reaction have been increased . While the revisions resulting from these two 
changes result in higher calculated consequences for postulated accidents, the releases still do not 
result in any projected cases of early offsite fatalities or any early off site injuries, and the 
calculated offsite maximum individual dose for locating the SIS Project at the INEL for the postulated 
severe accident with complete loss of filter efficiency is 0 . 28 rem to the whole body, or a small 
fraction of the NRC's siting criteria of 25 rem to the whole body ( 10 CFR 100 ) for commercial 
reactors . 

Although an independent analysis of the potential consequences of the SIS Project was submitted 
as part of the comments received on the Draft EIS, the analysis provided was flawed with respect to 
several assumptions, the mcst significant of which was the utilization of inventories and source terms 
based on a pressurized water reactor . The processes, sources of disperSion energy, and quantities of 
plutonium that would be used at the SIS Project are much different from those of a reactor or other 
nuclear industry facilities and cannot be compared either directly or indirectly with respect to 
source terms or release fractions . The independent analysis was therefore conSidered as not providing 
"credible scientific evidence" and was not discussed in the Final E I S .  

For those accidents considered in the EIS, including the postulated severe accident with complete 
loss of HEPA filtration, the resulting releases of radioactivity are not of sufficient magnitude to 
require costs for mitigation including costs of evacuation, milk and crop disposal, decontamination, 
and land-use prohibition . Potential economic costs, including economic losses to agriculture and 
tourism, were therefore not presented . 

The severe facility accident presented in the EIS is considered to be a bounding impact analysis 
meeting the criteria set forth in CEQ regulations for implementing the procedural provisions of NEPA, 
as amended ( 40 CFR 1 502 . 22 ) . As stated in the Draft EIS, for the postulated severe accident to occur, 
five conditions are assumed: ( 1 )  facility-wide fire must in some fashion occur; ( 2 )  the building fire 
suppression system, which will be Design-Basis Accident ( DBA ) qualified, is assumed to be not 
effective; ( 3 )  the final filtration systems, including fire protection systems, both of which will be 
DBA-qualified, are not effective; ( 4 )  no mitigative action (such as immediately plaCing plutonium into 
protected storage upon detection of a fire ) is taken; and ( 5 )  no response is made by the ICPP fire 
brigade and INEL fire department . The severe accident has an estimated probability of occurrence of 
less than 1 x 10-6 per year. (Note:. estimated probabilities of the occurrence of accidents have 
been presented in the Final EIS to emphasize the remote chances of occurrence . I nclusion of these 
probabilities is not a CEQ reqUirement . )  While other potential accident scenarios can be postulated, 
it is not believed that an accident, which is based on "credible scientific evidence" as required by 
40 CFR 1 502 .22 , can be postulated that would result in higher consequences. 

7 .  Statements Comments on 

o The SIS Project would dramatically increase the number of local shipments required for 
plutonilJll. 

o The Draft E IS  did not adequately identify/assess many problems associated with the DOE 
transport containers . 

o The transportation analysis within the Draft E IS  did not contain a sensitivity analysis of the 
input parameters such as stop times, and used nonconservative assumptions such as national 
accident statistics, and did not utilize route and location-specific accident data. 

o The transportation analysis in the Draft E IS  did not discuss the impacts of the transport of 
S I S-generated by-product material. 
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DOE to the Previous Comments : 

The SIS Project would not dramatically increase the number of plutonium shipments . Although the 
number of shipments is classified, the Final EIS on the transportation of radioactive material by air 
and other modes ( NUREG-0170)  indicates that in 1975 more than 4200 packages of plutonium were 
transported by truck in Type B containers nationwide . The number of plutonium packages transported in 
Type B containers associated with the SIS Project would comprise only a very small fraction of those 
indicated in the referenced document . 

Certified or approved Type B shipping containers would be used for the transport of feed, 
product, and by-product to and from the S IS  Project; the TRUPACT II will be used for the shipment of 
TRU waste (in drums) and potentially by-product (in Type B containers) to the WIPP . Extensive testing 
of the Type B container presently in use by DOE (the model 1518 6M) is described in references that 
have been added to the Final EIS . The inner and outer containers of each Type B container are 
individually leak-tested during fabrication, and must be inspected prior to each shipment . The 
TRUPACT II is currently undergoing NRC certification tests. 

An analysis of the sensitivity of RADTRAN risk calculations to variations in parameters was 
performed in 1986 for a sample truck transport case (SAND85-1001 ) by Sandia National Laboratories. 
The stop times used in the analysis presented in the Draft EIS and the Final EIS are based on actual 
operational requirements for safe secure transport (SST) shipments . The reference provided for this 
assumption was a personnel communicat ion with a DOE individual knowledgeable about SST requirements . 
The requirements are classified . The decreased stop time results in a decrease in incident-free risk, 
but has no effect on accident risk calculations . 

The transportation impact assessment in the Draft EIS and the Final EIS uses both route-specific 
and national average transportation data . The route-specific data include total distance, adjacent 
population, and fraction of the route on various types of roads ( e . g., rural, urban, or suburban ) .  
The road-type fractions are combined with national average truck accident data for each road type . 
The national average data used in the analysiS described in the Draft EIS and the Final EIS provide 
the most representative risk estimates for cross-country routes to which they were applied . Sandia 
National Laboratories has conducted a number of tests to demonstrate the validity of this conclusion . 
Data included in the Final EIS in Appendix A .  Section A . 3, indicate that the national average 
combination truck accident rate on interstate highways is about 3 . 1  x 10-7  accident per kilometer . 
The aver�,e for only those states through which representative SIS shipments would pass is 
3 . 2  x 10 accident per kilometer . State average accident rates along the nine separate 
representative routes for SIS  shipments range from 2 . 0  x 10-7 to 4 x 10-7  accident per kilometer . 
These rates are for all property-damage accidents involving combination trucks and are much higher 
than the rates for severe accidents . The limited variability in accidents rate supports the use of 
national average data for SIS  shipments . 

The transport analysis presented in the Draft EIS did not include the impacts of the transport of 
by-product material to the W IPP .  as the Draft EIS indicated that the by-product material may be a 
resource applicab le for other possible DOE missions . Although DOE intends to evaluate the usefulness 
of the by-product material for other possible missions, the analysis of SIS  materials transport 
contained in this Final E IS  has been modified to analyze the potential consequences of the transport 
of by-product materia l .  The transport of al l S IS-generated TRU waste for each of the potential SIS 
locations has also been included in the Final EIS. Inc lusion of the transport of by-product materials 
and SIS-generated TRU waste to the WIPP results in higher routine and accident risks ( e . g . , for 
locating the SIS  Project at the I NEL. the annual radiological dose under routine conditions to the 
population sharing the road and residing a long the transport routes increases from 0 . 2  person-rem to 
12 person-rem, and the annual radiological risk of a latent cancer fatality and genetic effect 
increases from 4 . 4  x 10-5 to 4 . 9  x 10-3 , respectively) .  
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8 .  Statements and Comments on 

o The Draft EIS did not discuss the emergency preparedness plans that would be required in the 
event of a facility or transport accident. 

o In the event of an accident, local and state agencies are inadequately trained and do not have 
sufficient resources . 

o Local officials have not been informed of the types and quant it ies of hazardous materials for 
which they must be prepared pursuant to Title III of the Superfund Amendments and 
Reauthorization Act (SARA) . 

DOE to the Previous Comments : 

Section 4 . 6  of the Final EIS has been expanded i n  its discussion of the responsibilities of DOE, 
the State of Idaho, and local count ies for emergency preparedness response to potential offsite 
incidents, including those involved in the transport of materials . As stated in the Draft EIS and 
Fina l EIS, it is the responsibility of st�te and loca l emergency planning agenc ies to develop adequate 
emergency response plans that cover all natura l and man-made disasters . The DOE Idaho Operations 
Office has provided the DOE-Idaho Emergency Planning, Preparedness, and Response Plan to the state and 
local agencies to assist them in developing plans as they relate to the INEL . DOE is willing to 
assist these agencies by reviewing existing plans as they interact with the INEL and is a Tso wi l ling 
to enter into negotiations to establish a stronger Memorandum of Understanding to delineate areas 
where assistance can be provided to the state and local response agencies by DOE and DOE emergency 
response teams . 

The responsibility for training of state and loca l emergency response personnel also rests with 
the state and local agencies . To assist the state and local personnel, DOE has provided training to 
these groups on several occasions, as exemplified by training conducted by the DOE Albuquerque 
Operations Office on TRU waste shipments . Each year since 1983, the State of Idaho has participated 
in site-wide emergency preparedness exercises . During each of the previous years, DOE has also 
exercised its interface with one of the loca l Idaho counties to minimize the impact on the budgets of 
local emergency response p lanning agencies . 

DOE has provided the State of Idaho with data on the quantities and types of hazardous materials 
used at the INEL in compliance with Title III of SARA . Information on hazardous materials associated 
with the SIS Project will also be provided where applicab le as part of the ongoing SARA Title III 
reporting process .  Acknowledgment of this requirement has been included in Table 5-1 of the Final 
EIS . 

9 .  Statements and Comments on Health Effects 

o P lutonium is one of the most deadly materials known to man and is pyrophoric . 

o The Draft EIS underest i mates the potentia l health effects from radioactive releases . 

o The use of the National Academy of Sciences Committee on the Biologica l Effects of Ionizing 
Radiation ( BEIR) III Report is outdated because of the issuance of BEIR IV . 

o The EIS should discuss the results of existing health effects studies and the reported high 
number of cancers around the INEL and use these as a bas is  for the assessment of potentia l 
impacts . 
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DOE to the Previous Comments: 

Plutonium is recognized as an extremely hazardous material; however, in recognition of its 
hazards, design, safety features and extensive controls are used to provide the highest level of 
safety to reduce potential health, safety, and environmental impacts . The pyrophoric character of 
plutonium has been fully considered in the design of the SIS Project . 

The potential radiological dose and health effects (fatal cancers and genetic effects) presented 
in the Draft EIS and the Final EIS are based on scientifically accepted methods and studies . The 
health effects presented in the Draft EIS and the Final EIS are calculated using risk estimators based 
on the BEIR III Report . As discussed in Appendix A of the Draft EIS, by assuming all radiation from 
the SIS Project to be high-linear-energy-transfer (LET) radiation and using risk estimators associated 
with the linear extrapolation model, the number of health effects presented is conservative . At the 
low levels of radiation associated with the SIS Project, it is plausible that the potential health 
effects could be zero because the extrapo lated potential cancer risks associated with the SIS Project 
were based on cancer risks for higher dose rates than those projected for the SIS Project . 

Although the BEIR IV Report has been issued since the preparation of the Draft EIS, its primary 
focus is on health effects from radon . All of the health risk estimators for transuranics provided in 
the BEIR IV Report for fatal lung and liver cancers and for genetic effects are less than those 
presented for high-LET radiation based on the data presented in the BEIR III Report . 

Counties surrounding the INEL demonstrate lower, not higher, rates, based on the Idaho Tumor 
Registry, than do those in more remote locations . The small population and small number of specific 
cancer cases result in large statistical variations in yearly rates without any associated signif
icance . Some investigators have selectively separated apparent increases in specific cancers without 
noting the overall low averages and the statistical variability to be expected . The EIS calculates 
potentia l health effects on the basis of wide ly  accepted scientific information and does not uti lize 
local health effects data because of their lack of statistical and control validity . 

1 0 .  Statements and Comments on Socioeconomics 

o The potential economic gains (or number of jobs) do not outweigh the potential risks or costs 
of the Project, and personnel and financial resources should be put to a more productive or 
beneficial use . 

o The Draft EIS did not assess impacts of the SIS Project on agriculture or tourism/recreation . 

o The beneficial impacts of the SIS Project on the economy are overstated, and most of the 
workers for the Project wil l either be from out of state or will only receive low-paying 
service jobs . 

o The EIS does not assess the impact of shutting down the SIS Project or the boom-bust impacts 
that would be associated with it . 

o The Draft EIS was wholly inadequate with respect to assessment of socioeconomic impacts by not 
providing a detailed assessment of impacts to local communities and services and should have 
used an impact model. 

DOE to the Previous Comments : 

The objective of an EIS is to assess the potential environmental consequences of the Proposed 
Action and the reasonable alternatives to the Proposed Action, including no action . The EIS provides 
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a basis upon which the responsible Federal official weighs the potential environmental consequences 
and risks in relation to the need to proceed with the project. The basis for the responsible Federal 
official ' s  determination and reasons for proceeding or not proceeding are published In a publicly 
available Record of Decision. The use of personnel and financial resources for other Federal actions, 
including impacts on the Federal budget, is not within the scope of this EIS . The CEQ ' s  regulations 
regarding the procedural provisions of NEPA exclude requests for appropriations . 

The Final EIS in Chapter 3 and Appendix B includes indicators of the importance of agriculture 
and tourism/recreation to the economy in areas of the alternative locations for the SIS Project . The 
results of a recent study of travelers in Idaho, prepared by the University of Idaho, have also been 
referenced in the Final EIS . No adverse impacts from the SIS Project to either the tourism/recreation 
or agriculture sectors of the economy are expected to occur, as all releases are significantly below 
all applicable standards . Even in the event of an extremely unlikely severe facility accident, the 
release is not of sufficient magnitude to require offsite cleanup or mitigation including 
decontamination and destruction of mi lk and food crops . Based on the survey conducted by the 
University of Idaho in April 1988 of Idaho travelers, which indicates that about 33 percent of those 
coming to Idaho come to visit friends and relatives, the construction and operation of the SIS Project 
may have a small beneficial impact on the tourism industry in Idaho because of the employment 
opportunities associated with the Project . 

The beneficial impacts associated with the SIS Project that were identified in the Draft EIS were 
the indirect employment opportunities associated with direct employment for the SIS Project and 
employee contributions to taxes . The beneficial impacts presented at best are understated, as they do 
not include induced employment opportunities that would arise from indirect and direct employment 
opportunities, direct and indirect expenditures for materials and services associated with the 
construction and operation of the SIS Project, or taxable revenues derived from the purchases of 
materia ls  and services . 

As discussed in the section entitled "SIS Feed Material and Period of Operation, " DOE has 
identified an initial quantity of feed material that would result in only several years ( currently 
estimated as 8-10 years) of SIS operation if the SIS Project were to be operated at maximum throughput 
capacity. Additiona l sources of DOE-owned feed material may be available but depend on future DOE 
production initiatives and the limitations on existing production facilities . Since the Proposed 
Action being considered in this EIS is the construction and operation of the SIS Project and the 
period of future operation is dependent on both the need for weapon-grade plutonium and the quantities 
of feed material that may be available in the future, a specific assessment of shutdown impacts is not 
included . It Is highly unlikely, however, that in the event the SIS Project were to be stopped, a 
"boom-bust" scenario would result, as total employment associated with the SIS Project would be only a 
small percentage of total INEL employment. 

The Draft EIS referenced several specific documents which contained an extensive discussion of 
the regional infrastructure surrounding the INEL, the Hanford Site, and the SRP . The employment 
associated with the construction and operation of the SIS Project at the three alternative locations 
comprises only a very small percentage of existing employment at each of the regions and, as contained 
in the referenced documents, each region has an adequate infrastruc�ure to absorb additional growth . 
The F i nal EIS provides an amplified discussion of existing infrastructure based on these referenced 
documents . The use of a socioeconomic impact model for the assessment of potential socioeconomic 
impacts is not considered appropr iate because of the relatively small size of the workforce associated 
with the SIS Project as well as the existing infrastructure's abilities to accommodate additional 
growth . 

1 1 .  Statements and Comments on the NEPA Process 

o The Draft EIS was inadequate and should be reissued . 
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o DOE mismanaged the hearing process, causing the citizens to miss the opportunity to submit 
verbal testimony, and refused to hold hearings in other locations as requested. 

o The Draft EIS included an unprecedented disclaimer denying DOE 's  responsibility for the Draft 
EIS. 

o The Draft EIS did not assess the moral consequences or psychological effects associated with 
the SIS Project . 

DOE to the Previous Comments : 

The Draft EIS was reviewed by the EPA in accordance with I ts responsibilities under NEPA . The 
EPA rating system concerning adequacy has three Categories: l-adequate, 2-insufficient information, 
and 3-inadequate. The Draft EIS was given a rating of category 2 "with environmental concerns" which 
basically means that additional information, as specified by the EPA, needs to be incorporated in the 
Final EIS to fully address environmental impacts . EPA specifically requested that additional 
information on the accident analysis be included . 

While a number of specific issues and concerns were raised on the Draft E IS  as identified in the 
specific comments and responses, none of the issues or concerns have identified new reasonable 
alternatives requiring assessment or have directly resulted in a significant change in the analysis of 
the potential environmental consequences . DOE believes that it has fulfilled its obligations under 
NEPA for the preparation of a Draft EIS . Accordingly, DOE has determined that the Draft E IS  does not 
need to be reissued. 

Implementing regulations for NEPA require Federal agencies to encourage public input on a Draft 
EIS but do not require Federal agencies to cond�ct public hearings . For the SIS Project, however, DOE 
concluded that public hearings were appropriate . Three public hearings were originally scheduled, one 
each in Boise, Twin Falls, and Idaho Falls, Idaho . The decision to schedule hearings at these 
locations was based in part on the level of public partiCipation from the alternative sites with 
respect to the EIS  scoping process and in part on the proximity of areas to the INEL that would most 
likely be affected by the Project and their accessibility for the conduct of public hearings . 

Because 504 persons preregistered to speak at the scheduled hearings, DOE investigated extending 
each of the scheduled hearings and announced extensions of each of the hearings at the originally 
scheduled locations to accommodate those persons who preregistered . A review of the individuals who 
provided oral testimony at the hearings indicates that only a limited number of individuals providing 
oral testimony did not also provide written comments as part of the public hearing record or directly 
to DOE . Every individual and organization had the opportunity to provide written comments directly to 
DOE . Because of this fact, DOE does not consider that it abrogated its responsibilities for public 
partiCipation under NEPA when preregistered individuals or organizations could not provide oral 
testimony at the desired time . 

Inclusion of the disclaimer in the Draft EIS  was an error . Disclaimers are generally required by 
DOE to be included in technical reports prepared by DOE 's  contractors but are not included in reports 
prepared in compliance with NEPA . The DOE has no intention of asserting such a disclaimer with 
respect to its responsibilities under NEPA nor for this Final EIS . Recognizing that the disclaimer 
was an oversight, the Hearing Officer very early in the public hearings stated for the record that DOE 
considered the disclaimer ' s  inclusion to be incorrect. The extensive public outreach program and 
publicity generated by DOE ' s  seeking input from the public on the Draft EIS  indicate DOE ' s  
responsibility for the Draft E I S .  
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Several commentors on the Draft EIS were concerned w i th the potential moral or psycholog i cal 
i mpacts of the potential construct ion and operat i on of the SIS Project or the potential use of nuclear 
weapons . Wh i le DOE i s  sympathet i c  to these concerns, moral and psychological impacts are not w i th i n  
the scope o f  the NEPA process and accord ingly are not i ncluded in  the Final EIS for the proposed SIS 
Project . 

1 2. Statement and Comment on the INEL M i ss i on 

o Locat i ng the SIS Project at the INEL would change the INEL's m i ss i on or image from peaceful 
uses of the atom . 

DOE to the Previous Comment : 

The f i rst fac i l i t ies at the INEL reflected both defense-related and non-defense-related 
act i v i t i es. The percentage of the total effort ded icated to defense or non-defense act i v i t i es at the 
INEL has changed i n  the past and w i ll cont inue to change i n  the future . The ICPP, wh i ch is adjacent 
to the proposed locat i on of the SIS Project at the INEL, has the m i ss i on of recover ing uran i um-235 
from spent Government-owned fuel for use in defense programs. The SIS Project, wh i le add i ng a new 
defense m i ss ion to the INEL, would not change the character/ image of the INEL, as INEL's act i v i t i es 
encompass both defense-related and non-defense-related act iv i t i es .  

13 . Statement and Comment on 

o Independent mon itor ing should be performed by Idaho . 

DOE to the Prev i ous Comment : 

The State of Idaho has a work ing agreement w ith DOE whereby Idaho may obta in mon i tor i ng samples 
collected by the DOE or the U . S .  Geolog i cal Survey (USGS) ons ite or offs ite .  In add i t i on, DOE, in  
consultat i on w ith the state, i s  establ ish i ng a contract w i th Idaho State Univers ity (ISU) to prov i de 
i ndependent ver i f i cat i on of the mon itor i ng program at the INEL. The DOE w i ll fund the contract, and 
the Un i versity w i ll furn ish the results S i multaneously to the state and DOE . The data w i ll be fully 
ava i lable to the regulatory bod ies of the state and to the publ i c .  
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1 . 1  Comnent : 

1 . 0  PREFERENCE FOR ALTERNAT I VES 

Rev i ewers stated preferences among the four a l ternat i ves  under cons i derat i on in t h i s  Nat i ona l 

Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( NEPA ) act i on . Spec i f i ca l ly ,  the a l ternat i ves  are the U . S .  Department of 

Energy ' s  ( DOE ' s ) preferred a l ternat i ve of s i t i ng  and operat i ng  a Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) 

fac i l i ty at the I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I N E L ) near I daho Fa l l s ,  I daho ; the a l ternat i ves 

of s i t i ng and operat i ng an S I S  fac i l i ty at e i ther the Hanford S i te near R i ch l and , Was h i ngton , or the 

Savannah R i ver P l ant ( SRP ) near A i ken , South Caro l i n a ;  or the no-act i on a l ternat ive , i . e . , not 

construct i ng  or  operat i ng  the proposed S I S  P roject . Severa l requested that the preferences for 

a l ternat i ves  be tabu lated and c haracter i zed . 

The DOE has rev i ewed the test imony , exh i b i t s ,  and wr i tten comnents  rece i ved dur i ng the Draft 

Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) pub l i c  comnent per i od con s i s t i ng of 60 days end i ng Apr i l  2 1 ,  

1988 . A tot a l  of  504 ora l tes t i mon i e s  were recorded , supp lemented by approx i mate l y  803 exh i b i t s  

entered i n  t h e  hear i ng record . I n  add i t i on ,  approx imate l y  630 wr i tten comnents  were rec e i ved dur i ng 

the comnent per i od .  Severa l pet i t i ons were a l so entered i nto the hea r i ng record as exh i b i t s , as we l l  

as rece i ved by DOE dur i ng the comnent per i od .  

DOE d i d  not request comnents regard i ng preferences  for a l ternat i ves , and i n  fact , encouraged 

comnents on the contents of the Draft E I S ,  rather than op i n i ons  of the project i t se l f .  Howeve r ,  i n  

response t o  rev i ewers ' request t o  d o  so , the DOE has attempted t o  quant i fy the tota l response i n  terms 

of preference for a l ternat i ves . A l t hough the vast major i ty of preferences are c l ear-cut , a f ract i on 

( l ess  than 3 percent ) req u i red judgment on DOE ' s  part as to i ntended preference ( e . g . , not s i t i ng  at 

I NEL  has been construed as a preference for the no-act i on a l ternat ive  un less  another preference was 

stated ) and the number of i nd i v i dua l s  represented ( e . g . , reference to one ' s  fam i l y  of e i ght , my 

ne ighbors and I ,  etc . ) has been counted , as in the case of o rgan i zat i ons , as a s i n g l e  preference . 

S im i l a r l y ,  i n  wr i tten correspondence ( as i n  pet i t i ons ) , s i gned names were con s i dered as one respondent 

preference per name . A l though attempts were made to e l i m i nate dup l i cat i ons , dup l i cat i ons  between 

ora l /exh i b i t/wr i tten tes t i mony and names on pet i t i ons  do occur . 

The quant i f i cat ion  by DOE y i e l ded the fo l l ow i ng breakdown of preferences by a l ternat ive :  

P referred A l ternat ive  ( I NEL ) 

S i t i ng at Hanford 

S i t i ng  at SRP 

No-act i on a l ternat ive  

No  expressed op i n i on 

TOTALS 

Comnents 

390 ( 27 . 9%) 

3 ( 0 . 2%) 

0 ( 0 . 0% ) 

806 ( 57 . 7% ) 

1397  ( 1 00%) 

Pet i t  i ons  

1 2 , 943 ( 94 . 0% ) 

0 

0 

83 1 ( 6 . 0% ) 

__ 0 

13774 ( 1 00% ) 

A characte r i zat i on  of the reasons expressed wh i l e stat i ng a preference for a l ternat i ves i s  sum

mar i zed be l ow .  Each reason has been addressed on a more deta i l ed bas i s  i n  the comnents and responses 

that a re conta i ned in the rema i nder of th i s  vo l ume . 
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Comments DOE P referred A l ternat ive  of an S I S  

at the I NEL near I daho I daho 

Rev i ewers expressed support for new techn o l ogy dep loyment at the I NEL  w i t h  benef i t s  to h i gher 

educat i on , techno l ogy t ransfer potent i a l  to i ndustry and un i vers i t i e s ,  i nc reased nat i ona l and 

wor l dw i de awareness of I NEL  capab i l i t i e s ,  potent i a l  for i nc reased laser research , and potent i a l  s p i n 

offs to other areas such as med i c i ne .  Others supported I NEL  s i t i ng based o n  econom i c  benef i t s  of 

jobs , i nc reased tax base , econom i c  d i vers i f icat i on w i t h i n  the state ,  opportun i t i e s  i n  support of the 

bus i ness i nfrast ructure , opportun i t i es for ch i l dren in the future , as a magnet for future growth , and 

to avert poss i b l e  loss  of jobs due to dec l i ne in new projects at the I N EL . Numerous respondents 

stated the need for strong nat i ona l defense ,  the va l ue of a nuc l ear  deterrent to ma i nta i n  the peace , 

and the need to protect freedom . Numerous rev i ewers supported t h i s  a l ternat i ve based on conf i dence i n  

DOE capab i l i t i es and safety/env i ronmenta l  cons i derat i ons a t  the I N EL  i n c l ud i ng tra i n i ng programs , 

favora b l e  labor c l imate , ex i st i ng techn i ca l  expert i se ,  safety records , econom i c  advantages ( i . e . , 

l ower const ruct i on cost ) of preferred a l ternat i ve ,  and support i ng i nfrastructure ( i . e . , waste 

hand l i ng , s ecur i ty ) . Others i nd icated that S I S  wou l d  not adverse ly  impact the qua l i ty of l i fe i n  

I daho . 

Comments  an S I S  at the Hanford S i te 

near 

Reasons stated for the preference for t h i s  a l ternat ive  i nc l uded need for jobs at Hanford , l ower 

popu lat i on exposures and se i sm i c i ty ,  prox i m i ty to feedstock , and Hanford i s  "a l ready po l l uted . "  

Comments an S I S  at the SRP 

near South Caro l i na 

No comments were rece i ved that were spec i f i ca l ly d i rected at t h i s  a l ternat i v e .  

Comments No-Act i on i n  

N ot  an S I S  

Rev i ewers support i ng no act i on stated that S I S  wou l d  i nc rease i nternat i ona l tens i ons , further 

c hance of war ,  and hurt the country ' s  image , and that nuc l ear  war was a no-w i n  s i tuat i on . 

Add i t i ona l ly ,  rev i ewers expressed op i n i ons  that the nat i on has enough p l uton i um ,  t hat l i fe on earth 

cou l d  a l ready be destroyed many t imes over w i th ex i st i ng weapons ,  that DOE shou l d  concentrate on peace 

rather than war ,  and that env i ronment a l  effects of nuc l ear war were not cons i dered . A number 

i nd i cated that the costs of the project cou l d  be better spent on usef u l  goods , decreas i ng poverty , 

f i ght i ng d i seas e ,  study i ng g loba l concerns such as c l imate changes , and a i d i ng crumb l i ng 

i n st i tut i on s .  Others stated concerns over env i ronment a l  consequences that wou l d  threaten qua l i t y  of 

l i fe , adverse i mpacts  on tour i sm and agr i c u l ture due to potent i a l  news of acc i dents ( rea l or rumored ) , 

and the need to promote nonpo l l ut i ng i ndustr ies . Mora l i ty ,  eth i c s ,  and fears prompted concerns over 

the I NEL ' s  becom i ng a m i l i tary targe t ,  weapons produced in one ' s  backyard , destruct i on of ch i ldren ' s  

her i tage , future generat i ons , I N EL  secur i ty forces impos i ng a pol i ce state , and t he threat o f  nuc lear 

ho l ocaust , and l ed to compa r i sons to Naz i concentrat i on camps . Env i ronment a l  cons i derat i ons  res u l t i ng 

i n  no-act i on preference i nc l uded concerns over po l l ut i on of the Snake R i ver P la i n aqu i fe r ,  a i r  and 

so i l  po l l ut i on ,  uncerta i nty over t he v i ab i l i ty of the Waste I s o l at i on P i lot P lant ( W I P P )  repos i tory to 

rece ive  waste stored at the I N E L ,  and the c l eanup costs of a l l  ex i st i ng DOE waste . Concerns were 

expressed about DOE ' s  ab i l i ty to hand le  p l uton i um safe l y .  I n  add i t i on ,  there were concerns expressed 

as to p l uton i um tox i c i ty ( i . e . , most  dangerous substance known to man ) and hea l t h  effects ( both short 
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and l ong  term ) from norma l operat i on of S I S  as we l l  as post u l ated acc i dent consequence s .  Concerns 

were expressed about transport i ng feed . weapon-grade p l uton i um .  by-product . and transura n i c  ( TRU ) 

waste dur i n g  norma l operat i ons . about potent i a l  acc i dents .  and about potent i a l  terror i sm .  

Soc i oeconom i c  impacts were judged a s  negat i ve based o n  benef i ts versus r i sks . w i t h  concern ex

pressed over a l im i ted 7 to a-year m i ss ion l i fe . i . e . •  boom-or-bust cyc l e . Add i t i ona l ly .  there were 

concerns over the geo log i c  acceptab i l i ty of the INEL  s i te . wh i ch centered on vo lcan i sm and se i sm i c  

cons i derat i ons . Less frequen t l y  c i ted bases for preference of the no-act i on a l ternat i ve are addressed 

throughout th i s  comment and response vo l ume . 
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2 . 1  E I S  PRESENTATION 

2 . 1 . 1  Comment : 

2 . 0  NEPA-RELATED COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

It was stated by some rev i ewers that the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) was we l l  

organ i zed , cons i dered a l l  poss i b l e  hazards and env i ronmenta l impacts ,  presented a fa i r  compar i son of 

a l ternat i ves , and comp l i ed w i th Nat i ona l Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( NEPA ) requ i rements . Others stated 

just the oppos i t e :  that the Draft E I S  d i d  not adequate ly  address env i ronmenta l concerns , effects on 

the human env i ronment , or nuc l ear arms b u i ldup , and that i t  d i d  not meet the req u i rements of NEPA . 

The Draft E I S  addresses the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequences of the Spec i a l  I sotope 

Separat i on ( S I S ) Project on man and h i s  env i ronment , i nc l ud i ng potent i a l  hea l t h  effect s  from rout ine  

and  acc i denta l re l eases , i mpacts to eco logy , soc i oeconom i c  i mpacts from potent i a l  i n-m i grat i ng 

workers , potent i a l  effects on workers , as we l l  as an assessment of a l l  nonrad i o log i ca l  re l eases . 

Ne i ther the Draft nor t h i s  F i n a l  E I S  has addressed i ssues or concerns that are not w i t h i n  the scope of 

the proposed act i on , such as a nuc lear arms bu i l dup . The U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) be l i eves 

that it has f u lf i l l ed i ts ob l i gat i ons  and respons i b i l i t i e s  in accordance w i th the N EPA . DOE has 

responded i n  the fo l l ow i ng port i ons  of t h i s  document to spec i f ic def i c i enc i es stated by rev i ewers . 

2 . 1 . 2 Comment :  

Rev i ewers i n d icated that the E I S  i s  b i ased to promote a project wanted by DOE , Department of 

Defense ( DOD ) , West i nghouse , and the i r  Southeast I daho po l i t i ca l  const i t uents , and the document shows 

a b i as to the nuc l ear i ndustry over the concerns of peop l e .  

The S I S  Project i s  be i n g  proposed by the DOE to prov i de cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and 

techno l o g i c a l  d i vers i ty  in its product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um requ i red for defense programs . 

I n  accordance w i t h  the requ i rements of NEPA,  DOE i s  respons i b le for the preparat i on of the E I S  

t o  prov i de env i ronment a l  i n put i nto DOE ' s  dec i s i on a s  t o  whether o r  not t o  proceed w i t h  the proposed 

project . The Draft E I S  was d i st r i buted to i nterested i nd i v i dua l s  and organ i zat i on s ,  i nc l ud i ng  state 

and Federa l agenc i es hav i ng  req u i red env i ronmenta l expert i se ,  to  ensure that a l l  env i ronmenta l i ssues 

and concerns are adequate l y  addressed . 

2 . 1 . 3 Comment : 

I t  was stated that DOE has m i s stated and m i s i nterpreted cr i t i c a l  fact s  "and wrapped the who l e  

document i n  language so obtuse" as  to effect i ve l y  c lass i fy i nformat i on a n d  e l i m i nate mean i ngfu l pub l i c 

rev i ew and comment . 

A l though the comments l ack spec i f ic i ty as requ i red by 40 CFR. 1 503 . 3 ,  and as a resu l t ,  are 

d i ff i c u l t  to answer d i rect l y ,  DOE con s i ders that it has not m i s stated or  m i s i nterpreted cr i t i ca l  facts 

in  its  preparat i on of the Draft E I S  and has not used obtuse language to effect i ve l y  e l i m i nate or 

c lass i fy i nformat i on .  A l though it is unc lear if the comment is referr i ng  to the need for the 
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project , i t  shou l d  be stated that the under ly ing  assumpt i on of many commentors that the S I S  Project i s  
needed t o  prov i de spec i f i c  quant i t ies o f  weapon-grade p l uton i um i s  i ncorrect . Rather the need for the 
S I S  P ro ject i s  d i rect ly based on the l im i tat i ons of ex i s t i ng DOE produc t i on fac i l i t i es for new 

weapon-grade p l uton i um and the need to ma i nta i n  an adequate capab i l i ty to respond to future approved 

requ i rements for t h i s  mater ia l .  

I n  response to spec i f i c  comments on the comp l ex i ty of t h i s  document ,  DOE has attempted to 

improve the c l a r i ty and readab i l i ty of the F i na l  E I S .  

2 . 1 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the E I S  conta ins  so l i tt le  so l id data that i t  fa l l s short of NEPA 

req u i rements .  I t  was stated that there i s  a need to c la r i fy ,  amend , rev i se ,  and augment the Draft 
E I S .  

DOE  has  carefu l ly rev i ewed a l l  of the comments subm i tted on  the  Draft E IS  to  ascerta i n  where 

c l a r i f i cat ions or add i t i ona l data or ana lyses wou l d  ass i st the pub l i c  or organ izat ions i n  

understand ing  the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequences o f  the proposed act ion and a l ternat i ves and has 

prov ided such c l a r i f i cat ions , data and ana lys i s  as appropr i ate in the F i na l  E I S .  Add it iona l ly ,  DOE 

has updated the descr i pt ion of the S I S  Project to ref l ect the most current des i gn and safety 
eva l uat ion s .  DOE does not cons ider the Draft E I S  t o  be i nadequate w i t h  respect t o  i t s  ana lyses or 

leve l of i nformat i on ;  mod i f i cat ions made to the Draft E I S  as ref l ected by the F i n a l  E I S  are f u l ly i n  
accordance w i t h  mod i f i cat ions prov ided by the Counc i l  o n  Env i ronmenta l  Qua l i ty ' s  ( CEQ)  Regu lat i on s .  

For more i nformat i on ,  see the response t o  comment 2 . 1 . 6 .  

2 .  1 .  5 Comment : 

It was noted that the Draft E I S  i s  one of the worst E I S  documents seen by the rev iewers ; i t  was 

i ncomp lete , m i s l ea d i ng ,  confus i ng ,  and a "sham . "  

DOE con s i ders that the Draft E I S  addressed the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l impacts of the S I S  

Project i n  accordance w i th CEQ ' s  regu l at i ons for imp lemen t i ng the procedura l prov i s i ons o f  NEPA (40  

CFR 1 500-1 508 ) and  DOE  g u i de l i nes for  comp l iance w ith  NEPA  ( December 15 ,  1987 , 52  FR  4 7662 ) ,  as 
amended . Any spec i f i c ,  categor ica l  def i c i enc i es or shortcomi ngs a l l eged have been addressed on an 
i nd i v i dua l bas i s  as appropr i ate .  

2 . 1 .  6 Comment : 

It was stated that the Draft E I S  i s  i nadequate ,  and unacceptab l e ,  om i t s  cr i t i ca l  data , that 

many of the impact d i scuss ions need to be redone ,  that i t  v i o l ates the NEPA requ i rements and shou ld go 

back to the scop i ng process , and that i t  needs to readdress the impact of the length of t ime jobs 

wou ld be ava i l ab le  because of the short 7 to 8-year m i s s i on .  As requ i red by Federa l regu lat ions , the 
add i t ion of supp l ementa l i nformat ion in the F i na l  E I S  cannot resurrect an i nsuff i c i ent impact 

statement . It was further stated that the i nadequate Draft E I S  must be rei ssued for comment before 

the F i n a l  E I S .  
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The Draft E I S  was rev i ewed by the U . S .  E n v i ronmenta l  Protect ion Agency ( EPA) i n  accordance w ith  
its respons i b i l i t i es under NEPA .  The EPA rat i ng system concern i ng adequacy has  three categor ies : 

I -adequat e ,  2- i nsuff i c i ent i nforma t i on ,  and 3 - i nadequate . The Draft E I S  was g i ven a rat ing  of EC-2 

wh ich  bas i ca l ly means that add i t iona l informat ion , as spec i f i ed by the EPA, needs to be i ncorporated 

in the F i na l E I S  to fu l ly address env i ronmenta l impacts . EPA spec i f i ca l ly requested that add i t i on a l  

informat ion o n  the acc ident ana lys i s  b e  i nc l uded . ( See responses to comments i n  Sect ion 5 . 1 ,  Fac i l i ty 

Acc i dents ) .  

Wh i le a number of spec i f i c  i ssues and concerns were ra i sed on the Draft E I S  as i dent i f i ed i n  
spec i f i c  comments a n d  response s ,  none o f  the i ssues o r  concerns have ident i f i ed new reasonab l e  

a l ternat i ves requ i r i ng assessment or have res u l ted i n  a s i gn i f icant change i n  the ana lys i s  o f  o r  the 
potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequences .  DOE bel i eves that i t  has fu l f i l l ed i t s  ob l igat ions commensurate 

with the requ i rements of NEPA for the preparat ion of the Draft E I S .  Accord ing ly ,  by u s i ng a F i n a l  

E I S ,  DOE has effect i ve ly determi ned that the Draft E I S  does not need t o  b e  re i ssued . 

See responses to comments 5 . 22 . 2  and 5 . 27 . 10 for informat ion on m i s s i on l i fe , and impact of 

p l ant shutdown respect i ve ly .  

2 . 1 . 7  Comment : 

Rev i ewers commented that add ing i nforma t i on to the Draft E I S  for pub l i cat i on as the F i n a l  E I S  
and not prov i d i ng the pub l i c a n  opportun i ty t o  comment on the new i nformat i on i s  i l l ega l .  

An agency i s  requ i red to rev ise  and rec i rc u l ate a Draft E I S  for pub i c  rev iew and comment on ly 

i f  i t  is  "so i nadequate as to prec l ude mean i ngfu l ana lys is"  [40 CFR 1502 . 9  ( a ) ] . Th i s  was c l ear ly not 

the case w ith  respect to the S I S  Draft E I S , as ev idenced by the EPA comment l etter and rat i ng .  At the 

same t ime , it is appropr i ate to add new i nformat ion in  a F i n a l  E I S ,  in response to comments .  I n  th i s  

regard , DOE has supp l emented , improved and mod i f i ed i t s  ana lyses i n  the F i na l  E I S ,  as prescr i bed i n  4 0  

CFR 1 503 . 4  ( a ) . 
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2 . 2  PROPOSED ACTION 

2 . 2 . 1  Comment: 

The INEL ' s  experience with plutonium was questioned by some . Conversely, others stated that 
the Idaho National Engineering Laboratory ( I NEL) has an able and available workforce which was a key 
factor in the decision to site the Special Isotope Separation (SIS ) at the INEL . 

The INEL has substantial experience with plutonium, having operated the INEL breeder reactors 
from 1964 to the present (Experimental Breeder Reactors I and II, and the Zero Power Plutonium 
Reactor ) ,  and INEL has extensive analytical experience in the measurement of both high and low levels 
of plutonium in a variety of environments and media. The SIS Project will utilize the considerable 
experience of the INEL employees who have experience with plutonium; for example, the experience in 
handling highly ra�oactive materials resulting from reprocessing fuels was a factor in selecting the 
INEL as the preferred site for the SIS Project . See the response to comment 2 . 12 . 5  for additional 
information on the designation of a preferred site . 

2 . 2 . 2  Comment : 

Reviewers noted the use of the SIS for plutonium separation and stated that the weapon-grade 
material produced will be worth three times the cost of the SIS . Others stated that the SIS Project 
was a way of reduc ing the overall production of plutonium by better utilizing currently available 
stocks . 

The cost of weapon-grade plutonium that would be provided by the SIS Project is substantially 
lower than the cost of producing plutonium in reactors . Furthermore, utilization of existing 
fuel-grade plutonium better utilizes the available of the U . S .  Department of Energy (DOE ) plutonium 
inventory . 

2 . 2 . 3  Comment: 

It was noted that the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) should address the intent for 
the INEL to be a production- scale plutonium facility, i . e . ,  additional missions . For example, there 
will be increased receipts and resulting increased transportation risks in receiving more waste and 
scrap as raw materials, handling much greater volumes of weapon-related materials, and very likely, 
providing indefinite long-term storage of scrap and refuse resulting from the nation ' s  weapons 
program . 

The Forewords of both the Draft EIS and the Final EIS identify the SIS feed sources as 
including fuel-grade p lutonium from the N-Reactor, small quantities of scrap from the Hanford Site and 
the Savannah River P lant , and potentially Fast Flux Test Facility (FFTF) fuel . Currently, DOE is 
preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA )  analyzing the feasibility and environmental impacts of 
various fuel-decladding techniques that could be used to recover DOE-owned plutonium in the spent fuel 
from FFTF . Other DOE-owned fuel-grade material may also become available later . Section 4 . 5 . 1  and 
the Summary of the Final EIS have been modified in response to public comments to include cumulative 
impacts from 30 years of SIS operation at maximum capacity , and the cumulative risk of transporting 
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FFTF fuel  to the S I S  Fac i l i ty from the Hanford S i te , the preferred l ocat i on for the dec l add ing 

act i v i ty .  Add i t i on a l  non fue l -grade t o  weapon-grade p luton i um m i s s i ons proposed b y  DOE for the S I S  
Project o r  the I NEL wou l d  be imp l emented on ly after the appropr i ate techn i c a l  and Nat i ona l  

Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( NEPA) eva l uat ions are  comp l eted . Con s i dera t i ons of potent i a l  add i t iona l 

m i s s i on s  for the S I S  Project or the I NEL are not w i th i n  the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

Th i s  E I S  presents the transportat i on r i sks  for S I S  feed , weapon-grade p l uton i um product , and 
potent i a l ly by-product mater i a l s  and transuran i c  ( TRU )  waste generated by the S I S  P roject . The r i sks  

are  very sma l l ,  and  the  number of i ncreased sh ipments i n  Idaho and  the Northwest resu l t i ng from 

operat i ons of the S I S  Project i s  a l so sma l l .  To assure the env i ronmenta l  impacts have been fu l ly 

bounded , the summary and Sect i on 4 . 5  of the F i n a l  E I S  i nc l ude cumu l at i ve impacts for the des i gn l i fe 

(30  years)  of the S I S  Project . A l so see the response to comment 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  for further i nformat i on on 

waste d i sposa l .  

2 . 2 . 4  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that construct i on of the S I S  Project at tne I NEL shou ld  not be started unt i l  

the fu l l -sca l e  demonstrat i on at Lawrence L i vermore Nat iona l Laboratory ( LLNL)  has been comp l eted and 

f i na l des i gn approved . 

Major S I S  Project construct i on act i v i t i es wou ld  not beg i n  unt i l  after the fu l l -sca le un i t  

demonstrat i on a t  LLNL has been comp l eted . P l ant performance ver i f i ca t i on ( PPV)  test i ng i n  the 

eng i neer i ng demonstrat ion system ( EOS ) at LLNL is schedu led to be comp l eted by spr i ng 1990 . The EOS 

w i l l  test the fu l l -sca le modu lar  un its  proposed for the product i on p lant , but w i l l  not have the 

throughput capac i ty of the S I S  Product ion P l ant . Construct i on of both the Laser and P l uton i um 

Process i ng Bu i ld i ngs wou ld not beg i n  unt i l  after the comp l et i on of the PPV tests . Procurement of 
major equ i pment for the P l uton i um Process Bu i l d i ng (PPB) and the Laser Support Bu i l d i ng ( LSB )  wou ld  

not beg i n  unt i l  after comp let i on of the  PPV  test i n g .  F i n a l  des i gn approva l w i l l  be prov i ded i n  

accordance w i th DOE Orders . 

2 . 2 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers suggested that there i s  a h i dden agenda with  the approach taken i n  the E I S ;  i . e . ,  

another p lant at the I NEL , use of commerc i a l  fue l ,  bu i l d i ng another reactor ,  i rrad i at i on of food . 

There are no h i dden agenda i tems support i ng or comp l ement i ng the i dent i f i ed purpose and need 

for the S I S  Project . As stated i n  the Foreword of the F i na l E I S ,  a l l  of the p l uton i um that wou ld be 

processed is "DOE-owned mater i a l  that is ne i ther der i ved from U . S .  commerc i a l  reactor spent fue l 

prec l uded by l aw nor fuel  prec l uded by current DOE po l i cy . "  Unre lated to the S I S  Project , the I NEL 

has been i dent i f i ed as the preferred s i te for a second new product ion react�r ( NPR )  u s i ng the modu lar  
h i gh-temperature gas-coo l ed reactor ( MHTGR ) concept to  assure that tr i t i um product i on needs can  be  

met . Th i s  proposed act i on w i l l  undergo separate rev iew .  I rrad i at ion of food has not been ident i f i ed 

as a new i n i t i at i ve for the I NEL  i n  the l atest I NEL Inst i tut i ona l P l an .  None of the suggested items 

are a part of the proposed act i on in th i s  E I S ,  a l though it i s  now conce i vab le that spent fue l from 

present and future DOE reactors other than that prev ious ly i dent i f i ed as S I S  feedstock cou ld become 

ava i lab le  for S I S  p l uton i um proces s i ng and cou ld be bounded by the impact ana lys i s  d i scussed in t h i s  

F i n a l  E I S .  
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2 . 2 . 6  Coment :  

Rev i ewers stated that the E I S  should  d i scuss the safety of comerc i a l  reactors i f  p l uton i um 

der i ved from them i s  processed i n  the S I S  Projec t .  

The fue l -grade p l uton i um that S I S  fac i l i t ies  wou ld process i s  ent i re ly DOE-owned and i s  not 

der i ved from U . S .  comerc i a l  reactor spent fuel  prec l uded from defense programs by l aw .  

2 . 2 . 7  Coment : 

Rev i ewers stated that parts of an atom ic  bomb wou ld be bu i l t at the INEL , and others stated 
that the E I S  shou ld ment ion the catastroph ic  env i ronmenta l effects when a nuc lear weapon exp l odes at 
the fac i l i ty .  

The S I S  P roject wou ld not produce comp leted parts for an atom i c  bomb ; i t  wou l d ,  rather , on ly 

prov i de weapon-grade p l uton i um that wou ld be transported e l sewhere for further process i ng/ 

fabr icat i on .  The weapon-grade p l uton i um hand led i n  the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou ld not be i n  a form wh ich 

cou ld res u l t  i n  a n uc lear exp los ion . 

2 . 2 . 8  Coment :  

Rev i ewers stated that the S I S  Fac i l i ty w i l l  be a factory that produces "weapon-grade uran i um . "  

The purpose of the S I S  Project , as stated i n  Chapter 1 of the E I S ,  i s  to convert fue l -grade 
p l uton i um i nto "weapon-grade p l uton i um and not to produce "weapon-grade uran i um . "  

2 . 2 . 9  Coment :  

Rev i ewers stated that the E I S  shou l d  address ( 1 )  fu l l  capab i l i t ies  of
'

the S I S  ( sp i noff 

techno log i es ) ,  ( 2 )  recyc le  of warheads for c leanup ( e . g . , remova l of Pu-241 ) ,  ( 3 )  env i ronmenta l 

impacts of bur n i ng sate l l i tes ( on reentry) u s i ng Pu-238 as a power source , and ( 4 )  the quest ion that 

the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou ld recyc le  weapons stockp i l e ,  not add to i t .  

The potent i a l  for techno log i ca l sp i noffs and fol low-on m i s s i ons i s  acknowledged i n  the F i na l  
E I S  i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 2 ;  however , both the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  state that the S I S  m i s s i on 
eva l uated i s  to process fue l -grade p l uton i um to produce weapon-grade p l uton i um .  Other m i ss ions  are 

not proposed for the S I S  P roject and therefore are not w i t h i n  the scope of t h i s  E I S .  If a new m i s s ion 

were proposed for the S I S  Project , the need for a supp lement to t h i s  E I S  wou ld be con s i dered . A 
d i scuss i on of burn i ng sate l l i tes i s  beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S s i nce a sate l l i te  or i t s  power source 

a re not proposed or con s i dered act ions . 

2 . 2 . 10 Coment : 

I t  was noted that the S I S  P roject i s  not a factory . Concerns were expressed about the S I S  

Project support i ng the mak i ng o f  weapons ( bombs ) that wou ld  cause mass destruc t i on .  
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A l though the S I S  Project i s  not a factory i n  the sense of manufactur ing  products from e i ther 

raw mater i a l s  or other parts , i t  wou ld emp loy a process that wou ld take an ex i st i ng p l uton i um mater i a l  

and separate i t  t o  produce a product that wou l d  be used i n  the manufacture o f  nuc lear weapons .  The 

impacts of nuc lear weapons are outs ide the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

2 . 2 . 1 1 � : 

safe . 

It was noted that other sources of energy shou ld be used unt i l  a way i s  found to make p l uton i um 

The S I S  Project as d i scussed i n  Chapter 1 of the Draft E I S  and F i na l E I S  i s  not t i ed to the 

nat i on ' s  need for an energy ( e . g . , e lect r i c  power)  source . For more i nformat ion on safe hand l i ng of 

p l uton i um ,  see the response to comment 5 . 24 . 27 .  

2 . 2 . 1 2 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the impact o f  on l y  part i a l  construct ion o f  the S I S  Project i s  not d i scussed . 

Part i a l  construct ion of the S I S  Project i s  specu lat i ve .  However , s i nce the S I S  P roject wou ld 

i nvo l ve only a m i nor percentage of I NEL ' s  tota l workforce , a ha l t  of SIS  construct ion wou ld have 

l i tt le  impact on the soc i oeconomics  of the I NE L  area . 

2 . 2 . 13 � : 

I t  was noted that the i n i t i a l  purpose of the S I S  Fac i l i ty i s  to prov i de weapon-grade p l uton i um 

after product ion reactors reach the ends of the i r  usefu l l i ves . 

The S I S  Project i s  not s im i lar  to a product i on reactor.  The SIS Project wou ld rece i ve 

fue l -grade p l uton i um a l ready produced in a reactor and convert i t  to weapon-grade p l uton i um u s i ng the 
AVL I S  process . The cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and techno l og i ca l d i vers i ty prov ided by the S I S  Project 

wou l d  be ava i la b l e  even if reactors were operated i n  para l l e l . A l s o ,  the S I S  Project serv i ces cou ld 

be prov ided as fuel  is  removed from a reactor and do not re ly on a reactor reach ing  the end of its  

usefu l l i fe .  

2 . 2 . 14 � : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project i s  a means of keep ing  the nuc lear bomb i ndustry go i ng and 

eventua l ly rep lac ing  Hanford and Savannah R i ver . 

The S I S  Project , as stated i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  i s  needed to prov i de a prudent 

leve l of cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and techno l og i c a l  d i vers i ty in meet ing  approved requ i rements for 
weapon-grade p l uton i um and as such does enhance operat i on of the weapons comp lex .  The S I S  Project 

wou ld not eventua l ly rep l ace the Hanford S i te and Savannah R i ver P lant ( SRP ) , as other produc t i on 
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act i v i t ies wou l d  con t i nue at those s i tes . I t  shou l d  a l so be noted that a l ternat i ves to l ocat i ng the 

S I S  Project at the I NEL  wh ich  are ana lyzed in t h i s  E I S  i nc l ude l ocat i ng the project at the Hanford 

S i te or the SRP . 

2 . 2 . 1 5 � : 

Rev iewers stated that S I S  Project w i l l  not produce more p l uton i um but w i l l  process ex i st i ng 

p l uton i um .  

T h i s  statement i s  correct . A s  stated i n  the Foreword and Chapter 1 o f  the Draft E I S  and the 

F i n a l  E I S , the S I S  P roject wou ld rece ive fue l -grade p l uton i um that a l ready exi sts and ref i ne it to 
produce p l uton i um meet i ng weapon-grade requ i rements . The S I S  P roject wou l d  not produce new 

p l uton i um .  See the response t o  comment 2 . 2 . 1 3 .  

2 . 2 . 16 � : 

I t  was asked i f  the government was t h i nk i ng of mov ing  manufactur ing  operat ions from Rocky F l ats 

to Idaho , s i nce the S I S  Project was be ing bu i l t away from the source of raw mater i a l  and the po i n t  of 

manufacture of bombs . 

A d i scuss ipn o f  mov i ng Rocky F l ats operat ions ( to I daho o r  e l sewhere) i s  beyond the scope of 
t h i s  E I S .  The DOE product i on comp l ex ,  wh i ch  con s i sts of severa l fac i l i t i es at d i fferent locat ions , 

requ i res the transport of nuc l ear mater i a l s  ( e . g . , fuel -grade p luton i um transported from the Hanford 
S i te to the SRP for use in b l end i ng as d i scussed in Sect i on 2 . 4  of the Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S and the 

transport of weapon-grade p l uton i um from the Hanford S i te and SRP to Rocky F l ats ) . Locat ing  the S I S  

Project a t  the I NEL  rather than a t  e ither Hanford o r  SRP wou l d  be c loser to both the source of 

fuel -grade p luton i um and dest i nat i on of the product . 

2 . 2 . 1 7 Comment : 

I t  was stated that DOE has repeated ly  refused to i nform the pub l i c  of i t s  long-term p l ans  for 

the S I S  Project . 

Th i s  E I S  assesses the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l impacts for construct ing  and operat ing  the S I S  

Project t o  process DOE-owned fuel -grade p l uton i um i nto weapon-grade p l uton i um .  A l though the S I S  

Fac i l i ty may have the capab i l i ty t o  perform add i t iona l m i ss i on s ,  none has been forma l ly proposed by 

DOE . Therefore DOE has not w i thhe l d  p lans from the pUb l i c .  Any future proposa l wou l d  be fu l ly  

subject to the necessary techn i ca l , env i ronmenta l ,  and safety eva l ua t i ons and the req u i rements of 

NEPA.  To assure the env i ronmenta l impacts have been fu l ly bounded . the summary and Sect ion 4 . 5  of the 

F i n a l  E I S  i nc l ude cumu l at i ve impacts for the des ign l i fe ( 30  years)  of the S I S  Project . 
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2 . 3  DRAFT E I S  D I SCLAIMER 

Comnent :  

Concern rang i ng to outrage was expressed regard i ng the d i sc la i mer  located on the i n s ide front 

cover of the Draft Env i ronmenta l  Impact Statement ( E I S )  document . These concerns i nc l uded quest i on ing 

the cred i b i l i ty of the document and of the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE )  due to a percept i on that 
DOE was not tak i ng respons i b i l i ty for the contents or accuracy of the document . Rev i ewers stated the 

d i s c l a imer was not approp r i ate and that DOE shou ld not have i nc l uded i t .  It was asked that an 

exp l anat i on of why the d i sc l a imer was pr inted be i n c l uded . It was a l so stated that the ex i stence of 

the d i s c l a imer made the Draft E I S  f l awed , use less ,  or inva l id under NEPA ,  requ i r ing that it be 

re i ssued . I t  was a l so noted that i nc l us i on of the d i sc l a imer was a mi stake ,  that i t  was i nadvertent ly 

i n c l uded , and that the DOE wou ld st i l l  be respons i b le for EIS  contents desp ite  the presence of the 

d i sc la ime r .  

I nc l u s i on o f  the d i s c l a imer was a m i stake . D i sc la imers are genera l ly requ i red by DOE t o  be 

i n c l uded in techn i c a l  reports prepared by DOE ' s  contractors as  requ i red by DOE . However , they are not 

to be i nc l uded in E I Ss  s i nce these are DOE documents . DOE has no i ntent i on of assert i ng such a 

d i s c l a imer i n  any manner to escape i t s  respon s i b i l i t ies  for the contents of the E I S .  As requ i red by 

Counc i l  on Env i ronmental  Qua l i ty (CEQ)  regu l at i ons , DOE reports are i n  fact i ndependen t l y  eva l uated 

and approved . I n  s p i t e  of the m i staken i n c l u s i on of the d i s c l a imer i n  the p r i nt i ng of the document 

after approva l by DOE , DOE takes respon s i b i l i ty for the scope and contents of both the Draft and the 

F i na l E I S . Recogn i z i ng that the i nc l us ion of a d i sc l a imer in the Draft E I S  was an obv i ous error ,  the 

major i ty of rev i ewers cr i t i c i zed the i nc l us i on of the d i sc l a imer and then proceeded to i dent i fy the i r  

comments on the substance o f  the Draft E I S .  The Hea r i ng Offi cer very ear ly  i n  the hea r i ngs , after the 

i nappropr i ateness of the d i sc la imer was ident i f i ed ,  stated for the record that DOE con s i dered the 

d i sc l a imer ' s  i n c l us i on to be incorrect . The exten s i ve pub l i c  outreach program and the exten s i ve 

pub l i c i ty by DOE seek i ng i nput from the pub l i c  on the Draft E I S  rebut any argument that DOE was not i n  

fact tak i ng respons i b i l i ty for the document . The large number o f  comments subm i tted by the pub l i c a l so 

ref lects that the pub l i c was not prec l uded from comment ing by the presence of the d i sc l a imer . 

Erroneous i n c l us ion of the d i s c l a imer does not inva l i date the Draft E I S .  A d i sc la imer i s  not i nc l uded 

in th i s  F i na l E I S .  
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2 . 4  DRAFT E I S  PRESENTAT I ON - - GENERAL 

Coment :  

I t  was stated that the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  was very hard to read and 

comprehend and was too techn i c a l ; it was anyth ing but c l ear and to the po int , as requ i red by NEPA and 
the CEQ requ i rements ( 40 CFR 1502 . 1 ) ; and that it was fu l l  of bureaucrat i c  gobb l edygook . I t  was a l so 

noted that comon terms , e . g . , furnace and g l ove box , when used i n  a way that d i ffers from comon 

usage , shou ld be exp l a i ned to avo id  confus i on .  

The character i zat i on and  assessment of  the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project necess i tate 

the ana lys i s  and presentat i on of techn i c a l  data . The u . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) has attempted to 
present suff i c i ent deta i l  and documentat i on of the env i ronmenta l impacts i n  order to perm i t  mean i ngfu l 

rev i ew .  Based o n  spec i f i c  pub l i c  coments o n  the Draft E I S ,  certa i n  sect i ons i n  the F i na l  E I S  have 
been rev i sed and amp l i f i ed to enhance readab i l i ty .  Both the  Draft E IS  and  the  F i n a l  E I S  conta i n  a 

g lossary ( Sect i on GL ) ,  wh i ch def i nes term i no l ogy to promote the readab i l ity of the document .  "G l ove 
box" was def i ned in the Draft E I S ,  and the term "furnace" has been rep l aced w i th "spec i a l ly  des igned 

t i l t-pour furnace" in the F i n a l  E I S . 

The d i scuss i ons i n  the F i n a l  E I S  have a l so been rev i ewed and ed i ted i n  an effort to fac i l i tate 

readab i l i ty and understand i ng by the genera l pub l i c .  
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2 . 5  DRAFT E I S  PREPARAT ION 

2 . 5 . 1  �: 

Concern was expressed about the appropri ate use of references . On the one hand , the Draft 
Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  was l abe l ed " i ncestuous" and most l ikely fraud u l ent because 

references were most ly the U . S .  Deparment of Energy ( DOE )  documents w ith  no i ndependent sources 

ut i l i zed . On the other hand , i t  was stated that the Draft E I S  fa i led to con s i der DOE stud i es ,  

part i cu lar ly  those cover ing  the cost and prob lems assoc iated w ith  transportat ion r i sks . 

The reference sect ion i n  the Draft E I S  conta ined 91 references , of wh i ch 33 were not i ssued by 

DOE . References i nc l uded i n  the F i n a l  E I S  i n c l ude documents prepared by the Ame r i can Assoc i at ion of 

Petro leum Geo l og i sts , U . S .  Geo l og ica l Survey ( USGS ) , Nat iona l Academy of S c i ences ( NAS ) , I nternat ional  
Atom i c  Energy Agency ( IAEA) , U . S .  Bureau of Census , U . S .  Nuc l ear Regu l atory Commi s s i on ( NRC) , U . S .  

Department of Commerce , a geo logy textbook wri tten by W .  M .  Dav i s ,  Rad i at i on Protec t i on P roceed i ngs of 

the 1 st I nternat i ona l Congress , U . S .  Env i ronmenta l Protect ion Agency ( EPA) , I daho State Un ivers.i ty 
Center for Bus i ness Research and Serv i ces , I nternat ional  Commi ss ion on Rad i o l og ica l Protect i on ( ICRP ) ,  
Nat i on a l  Safety Counc i l ,  and the Journa l of Geophys ica l Researc h .  I n  Append i x  A o f  the Draft E I S  
there were 4 4  references , o f  wh ich  2 5  were not DOE documents ; these have been further expanded i n  the 

F i n a l  E I S .  I n  the F i n a l  E I S ,  i ssuers of references i nc l ude the Nat i on a l  Academy o f  S c i ences , IAEA , 

EPA , I CRP , NRC , and Rad i at i on Protec t i on Proceed i ngs of the 1st  Interna t i on a l  Congress . 

Reference documents on the r i sk of transportat ion are inc l uded i n  the response to comment 

5 . 29 . 8 1 . 

2 . 5 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Draft E I S  d i d  not i dent i fy who prepared Sect i on 1 ,  and that none of the 

authors was qua l i f ied to address the need for the Spec i a l  Isotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project . 

DOE i s  so le ly  respons i b le for the preparat i on and content of the E I S ,  whether i n  draft or f i n a l  

form . A lthough NUS was used to ass i st w i th the preparat ion of the document for DOE , DOE furn i s hed 

i nput and gu i dance throughout , i n c l ud ing  the preparat ion of Chapter 1 .  A l l  data , ana lyses , and 

methodo log i es in the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  were independent ly eva luated and approved by DOE . 

The DOE staff that ass i sted i n  the preparat ion , i ndependent eva l uat i on , and approva l of t h i s  E I S  are 

qua l i f ied to address the need for the S I S  Project . 

2 . 5 . 3  Comment :  

I t  was stated that the E I S  was prepared by qua l i f i ed peop le who prepared an object i ve 

eva l uat i on .  

No response requ i red . 
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2 . 5 . 4  Comment : 

It was stated that the Draft E I S  i s  fraudu l ent and was prepared and rev iewed by those w ith  a 

vested i nterest , and i t  shou ld be rewr i tten by an i ndependent group . 

The NEPA and DOE imp l emen t i ng procedures spec i fy respons i b i l it ies for preparat ion and rev i ew of 

an E I S .  The consu ltant used by DOE to prepare the E I S  f i led an approp r i ate conf l i ct of i nterest 
d i sc l a imer in accordance w ith  Counc i l  on Env i ronmenta l  Qua l i ty (CEQ)  regu l at i ons . The Draft E I S  was 

i ndependent ly rev iewed and approved by DOE ' s  off i ce of Env i ronment , Safety , and Hea lth to ensure the 

document ' s  accuracy and adequacy . 

2 . 5 . 5  � : 

I t  was suggested that Dr . G ibson of Howard Med ica l  Schoo l be i nc l uded as a consu ltant on the 
F i na l  E I S .  

The DOE has ut i l i zed the serv i ces of a consu ltant to prepare the E I S  for the S I S  Project . The 

E I S  ( both Draft and F i na l )  has undergone extens i ve rev iews by experts w ith in  DOE to ver i fy 
comp leteness and accuracy . As requ i red by the NEPA process , the E I S  i s  ava i lab le  for pub l i c rev iew 

and comment . 
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2 . 6  I NFORMATION  

2 . 6 . 1  Conment : 

I t  was stated that too much informat ion i s  c lass i f i ed ,  and that there i s  i nsuff i c i ent i nforma

t i on ava i l ab le  to make a dec i s i on or to oppose Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion ( S I S )  on techn i c a l  grounds . 

Quant i ta t i ve i nformat i on on  defense mater i a l  requ i rements , i nventor i es ,  and  produc t i on capac i ty 
i s  c lass i f i ed i n  accordance w i th l aw ;  however , the need for the S I S  P roject i s  based on hav ing  an 

on- l i ne capab i l i ty to produce weapon-grade p l uton i um as a cont i ngency , g i ven l im i tat i ons i n  the 

ex i s t ing  U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) product ion comp lex , and i s  not based on a requ i rement for 

spec i f i c  quant i t i es of new weapon-grade p l uton i um .  The Env i ronmenta l  Impact Statement ( E I S )  conta i ns  

suff i c i ent informat i on for  the purpose of  ana lys i s  requ i red by  Nat i on a l  Env i ronmenta l  Po l i cy Act 

( NEPA) . For i nformat i on on the NEPA requ i rements w i th respect to need , see the response to comment 

4 . 1 1 . 1 .  

2 . 6 . 2  Comment 

I t  was noted that i ndependent research is needed to eva l uate r i sks , s i nce much i nformat i on i s  

c lass i f i ed .  

The techno l ogy necessary for the S I S  P roject , i nc l ud i ng a l l  c lass i f i ed aspects ,  has been 

rev i ewed by a team of i ndependent experts . The F i na l  E I S  bounds the reasonab l y  foreseeab le potent i a l  

env i ronmenta l  impacts . For add i t i ona l i nforma t i on on c lass i f icat i on , see the response t o  comment 

4 . 1 1 . 1 .  Both the Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S  d i scuss the r i sks and potent i a l  env i ronment a l  impacts for 

norma l operat i on and severe acc idents i n  Sec t i on 4 . 1  for the three a lternat i ve s i tes as requ i red by 

CEQ regu lat i ons . 

2 . 6 . 3  Comment :  

I t  was noted that c lass if i ed documents were referenced , that they are unava i lab le  to the 

pub l i c ,  and that on ly  documents ava i l ab le  to the pub l i c  shou ld  be referenced . Further , i t  was noted 

that , by deny i ng pub l i c  i nformat ion , DOE has assumed dec i s i on-mak ing  power for the S I S  P roject and has 

a vested i nterest in and i s  b i ased toward the S I S  Project . 

The on ly  c l a ss l f ied documents referenced i n  the Draft E I S  were two documents c i ted i n  Appen d i x  
A that are spec i f i c  to the D O E  safe secure transports ( SSTs ) . These documents were ava i lab le  to a 
number of i ndependent experts who rev i ewed the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  and to spec i f i c  government 

off i c i a l s  who possess the proper secur i ty c l earances . See the responses to comments 2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 6 . 1 ,  and 

3 . 4 .  

2 . 6 . 4  COI111lent : 

I t  was stated that the E I S  prov i des suff i c ient deta i l  for Russ i ans  to copy the techno logy . 
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Genera l desc r i p t i ons of the techno logy are not c lass i f i ed and are pub l i c know ledge . F i n ite  

deta i l s of the  operat i ng parameters and  of the process and  equ i pment deta i l s that requ i red years to  

deve lop are c lass i f ied and , thus , protected . The document has been rev iewed carefu l ly by DOE c lass i f i 

cat ion experts and meets a l l  c lass i f i cat ion gu ide l ines . 
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2 . 7  OUT-OF-SCOPE I SSUES 

2 . 7 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  does not d i scuss any impact 

of the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project on prospects for nuc l ear arms contro l and d i sarmament . 

The impact of the prospects for  nuc lear arms treat ies  are specu l at i ve and  outs i de the scope of  

th i s  E I S .  A lso  refer t o  the responses t o  comments 4 . 3  and 2 . 1 2 . 3  for add i t i ona l i nformat i on on 

treat ies . 

2 . 7 . 2  � : 

Concern was expressed about potent i a l  psycho l og i ca l , mora l , and emot i ona l impacts from the 

s i t i ng of an S I S  Fac i l i ty .  Spec i f ica l ly ,  fear o f  nuc l ear weapons ,  dy ing  i n  a nuc l ear war ,  and the 

hatred that weapons represent were ment i oned . Furthermore , it was stated that fear of commun i sm is an 

unnecessary fear .  It was i n d i cated that there wou l d  be a resu l tant dec l i ne in mora l standards and 

menta l hea lth  in the commun i ty at l arge , w ith  part i cu lar  menta l angu i s h  and negat i ve effect on 
ch i l dren . 

The above concerns are not appropr i ate factors for con s i derat i on i n  the Nat i ona l E n v i ronmenta l  
P o l i cy Act ( NEPA)  process . The U . S .  Supreme Court he l d ,  i n  Ed i son v .  

Nuc lear 103 S .  Ct . 1556 ( 1983 ) , that psycho l og i ca l  effects caused by r i sk are not w i t h i n  the 
scope of the NEPA process . Ana lyses of mora l , emot i ona l ,  psycho log i ca l  ( i nc l ud i ng mental  hea lth  of 

the commun ity ,  fear ,  stress ,  menta l angu i s h ,  negat i ve effects on youth , hatred , and d i m i n i shed fear of 

commun i sm) i ssues are therefore not i n c l uded i n  the F i na l  E I S  for the S I S  Project . 

2 . 7 . 3 Comment : 

I t  was noted that eth i ca l  and l ega l ( spec i f i ca l ly the concept of ownersh i p  of p l uton i um) i ssues 

were not d i scussed or referenced . 

Eth i ca l and lega l i ssues w ith  respect to the concept of ownersh i p  of p l uton i um are not w i t h i n  

the scope o f  th i s  N E P A  process ,  wh i ch was estab l i shed for con s i derat ion of the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l 
impacts of a proposed act ion . The proper forum for i dent i f i cat i on and res o l ut i on of l ega l i s sues i s  

the j ud i c i a l  system . W i th respect to ownersh ip  o f  N-Reactor fue l ,  the N-Reactor fue l ( regard l ess of 

operat i ng mode) is DOE-owned p l uton i um .  N-Reactor is not an U . S .  Nuc lear Reg u l atory Comm i s s ion 

( NRC ) - l i censed fac i l i ty .  For add i t i ona l i nformat i on regard i ng government po l i cy and l i t i gat ion , refer 

to the responses to comments 2 . 7 . 2  and 3 . 4 .  

2 . 7 . 4  � : 

Rev i ewers requested that the impact of d i vert i ng money from soc i a l  programs be addressed , and 
stated that the S I S  Project is an i nappropr iate a l l ocat i on of resources to nat i ona l secur i ty .  

Conversely ,  i t  was stated that the S I S  P ro ject shows nat i ona l defense i s  important regard l ess o f  cost 
to the nat ional  budget . 

2 . 7- 1  

Response:

Response:

Metropolitan People Aqainst

Energy.

Response:



Impacts of d i vert i ng money from var ious programs and the quest ion ing  of appropr i ateness or 

i nappropr latness of resource a l locat ions to nat i ona l secur i ty are not w i t h i n  the scope of th i s  E I S .  

For i nformat i on regard i ng government pol icy and the need for the S I S  Project , refer to the response to 
comment 3 . 4 .  

2 . 7 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the b i g  rad i oact i ve contam i nat ion prob lems of the wor ld must be addressed . 

The F i na l E I S  i dent i f i es the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l impacts o f  bu i l d i ng and operat i ng the S I S  

Project a t  I NEL and a t  other a l terna t i ve s i tes . Eva l uat ion o f  wor ldw i de rad i oact i ve contam i nat i on 

prob l ems i s  outs i de the scope of th i s  E I S .  

2 . 7 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  shou l d  cons i der the a l ternat i ve of the I NEL ' s  be i ng 

exc lus i ve ly ded i cated to nonm i l i tary c i v i l i an research and deve lopment . 

The s i te west of I daho Fa l l s ,  now known as the I NEL , or i g i nated as a government s i te devoted 

exc lus i ve ly to m i 1 4 tary uses dur ing  Wor l d  War I I .  Defense-re lated programs have a lways been a 
s ign i f i cant fract i on of the work at the Nat i ona l  Reactor Test i ng Stat i on and the I daho Nat i ona l 

Env i ronmenta l Laboratory ( I NEL ) .  The F i na l  E I S  assesses the env i ronmenta l impacts of construct i ng and 

operat ing  the S I S  P roject . Reor ient i ng the m i s s i on of the INEL  to be exc lUS i ve ly ded i cated to 

nonm i l i tary uses i s  beyond the scope of th i s  E I S .  

2 . 7 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was stated that DOE j ust i f i es its  dec i s i on not to prov ide a comprehens i ve d i scuss i on of need 

by argu i ng that nat i ona l secur ity i ssues are outs i de the scope of th i s  E I S .  

A s  requ i red b y  the Counc i l  o n  Env i ronmenta l  Qua l i ty ' s  (CEQ ' s )  regu lat ions ( 40 CFR 1502 . 13 ) , 

DOE , i n  the Draft E I S ,  br i ef ly spec i f i ed the unde r l y i ng purpose and need to wh ich  i t  was respond i ng i n  

propos ing  the S I S  Project . The CEQ ' s  regu lat i ons do not requ i re a comprehens i ve d i scuss ion o f  the 

need of the proposed act ion . The DOE determ i nat ion of the adequacy of the d i scuss i on of the need for 

the S I S  Project was based d i rect ly on the req u i rements of NEPA .  

2 . 7 . 8  � : 

I t  was stated that the env i ronmenta l impacts of nuc lear war ,  nuc lear w i nter , or nuc lear exp lo

s i ons  i nc l ud i ng weapons test i ng shou ld be addressed i n  the E I S .  However ,  i t  was a l so stated that 

I daho wou ld be affected by a nuc lear war whether the S I S  Fac i l i ty i s  bu i l t or not and that use of 

nuc lear weapons shou ld not be con s idered i n  the E I S .  

2 . 7-2 

Response:

Response:

Response•

Response:



T h i s  E I S  addresses , as req u i red by NEPA , the env i ronmenta l i mpacts of construct i ng and 

operat i ng the S I S  Project and i ts reasonab l e  a lternat i ves . The env i ronmenta l i mpacts of nuc l ear war , 

such as nuc lear w i nter or nuc l ear exp los i ons , are not w i th i n  the scope of th i s  E I S .  For i nforma t i on 

on government po l i cy and the need for the S I S  Project , refer to the response to comment 3 . 4 .  

2 . 7 . 9 Comment :  

Concern was expressed over the fear of atom i c  weapons and about the cost/benef i t  of more 

weapons . It was stated that nuc lear weapons are ant i -peop l e ,  ant i -eart h ,  and ant i -God . It was a l so 

stated that the no-act i on opt i on wou l d  be pos i t i ve toward r i dd i ng the wor l d  of nuc l ear weapons and 

that the E I S  d i dn ' t  assess the i mpact on our g loba l env i ronment of produc i ng more p l uton i um for 
nuc l ear weapons . 

The no-act i on a lternat i ve ,  as desc r i bed i n  Sect i on 2 . 4  of  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  

represents a cont i nuat i on of the status quo i n  terms of the operat i on of DOE ' s  nuc lear mater i a l s  

product i on comp l ex ,  i nc l ud i ng the product i on of new weapon-grade p l uton i um through b lend i ng of 

fue l -grade p l uton i um .  The S I S  Project wou l d  produce no "new" p l uton i um but wou l d  upgrade ex i s t i ng 

p l uton i um mater i a l . The no-act i on a l ternat ive ,  however , m i ght requ i re new mater i a l  to be produced and 

wou ld not prov i de cont i ngency , f lex i b i l i ty ,  and techno l og i ca l d i vers i ty in the DOE product i on 

comp lex . DOE empath i zes w i th the con s i derat i ons  expressed , but they are beyond the scope of th i s  E I S ,  

wh ich  assesses the env i ronmenta l impacts of the S I S  Project and i ts a l ternat ives , i n c l ud i ng no 

act i on .  For add i t i ona l i n format i on on out-of-scope i ssues , refer to the responses to comments 2 . 7 . 8 

and 2 . 7 . 2 .  

2 . 7 . 10 Comment :  

Rev i ewers commented on the poss i b i l i ty that the S I S  Project wou ld make the I N EL  a pr i me target 
for nuc l ear war .  

Assess i ng the i mpacts of nuc l ear war and spec u l at i ng as to the target pr ior i t i es  our adversar

i es wou l d  ass ign  are extreme ly  specu lat i ve and therefore outs i de the scope of th i s  E I S .  

2 . 7 . 1 1 Comment :  

I t  was stated that mora l e  prob lems for workers manufactur i ng bombs shou ld be addressed . 

Any i mpact on emp loyee mora l e  i s  spec u l at i ve and outs i de the scope of the E I S .  Emp l oyment on 

any aspect of the S I S  Fac i l i ty i s  comp l ete ly  vol untary , and no emp loyees w i th stated mora l 

reservat i ons w i l l  be ass i gned to work on S I S  aga i nst the i r  w i l l .  The operat i ng contractor has an 

emp l oyee ass i stance program for those who deve l op emot i ona l  or other prob l ems re l ated to e i ther the i r  

work i ng or persona l l i fe . Transfer i nto another job i s  a n  opti on made ava i l ab le  to workers . For 

add i t i ona l informat i on regard i ng emot i ona l and psycho log i ca l  i ssues , refer to the response to comment 

2 . 7 . 2 .  

2 . 7 -3 

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



2 . 7 . 1 2 Comment : 

I t  was noted that some I NEL  workers may be uncomfortab le  work i ng for defense projects but may 

not s upport the peace movement for monetary reason s .  

Workers at the I NEL genera l ly are aware that the I N EL  has been and cont i nues to be i nvo l ved i n  
defense projects . The S I S  Project wou ld be a re lat i ve ly sma l l  i ncrementa l add i t ion to defense- and 

non-defense related act i v i t ies  tak i ng p lace at the INEL . Address i ng concerns about support of the 

peace movement i s  beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  Add it iona l i nformat i on on counse l i ng serv i ces for 

I NEL emp loyees i s  i nc luded in the response to comment 2 . 7 . 1 1 .  

2 . 7 . 13 Comment : 

It was ment ioned that the S I S  Project cou ld be used as a too l for barga i n i ng and negot i at i ng i n  

future arms contro l ta lks  t o  prevent such techno logy dep loyment i nternat i ona l ly .  

Specu lat i on o n  future a rms cont ro l ta lks  or any ro le  that the S I S  Fac i l i ty dep l oyment m ight 

p lay in these ta lks  i s  beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

2 . 7 . 14 Comment : 

I t  was noted that nat iona l management of stockp i les appears to take a back seat to m i l i tary 

target i ng req u i rements and a rb i t rary dead l i nes for dep loy i ng new weapons .  

Weapon dep loyment and target i ng requ i rements  are out s i de the scope of th i s  E I S .  

2.7-4 

Response:

Response:

Response:



2 . 8 DRAFT E I S  HEAR I NGS 

2 . 8 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  hea r i ngs are a waste of money . I t  

was a l so stated that the E I S  hear i ngs are a demonstrat ion o f  democracy i n  act ion .  

The Nat i ona l  Env i ronmenta l  Po l i cy Act ( NEPA) requ i res preparat i on o f  a n  E I S  for assessment of 

the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l effects of proposed major Federa l act i ons wh ich  may s i gn i f i cant ly affect 

the qua l i ty of the human env i ronment . A l though pub l ic hear i ngs are not requ i red by Counc i l  on 

Env i ronmenta l Qua l i ty ( CEQ ) regu lat ions , based on pub l i c  i nterest the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DO E )  

he l d  pub l i c  hea r i ngs to obta i n  i nput o n  the scope o f  t h e  E I S  and to rece i ve comments on the Draft 
E I S .  DOE be l i eves the E I S  hea r i ngs were usefu l .  I t  i s  be l i eved that the f i na l E I S  i s  improved i n  

severa l areas over the Draft E IS due t o  i nput prov ided a t  the hea r i ng and i n  wr i tten comments . 

2 . 8 . 2  Comment : 

It was noted that the hea r i ngs shou l d  focus on env i ronmenta l and safety i ssues and eva l uat i on 

of a l ternat ives , and not on other i ssues . Others con s i dered the hea r i ngs a sham because not a l l  of 

the i s sues were i n  scope . 

I n  the i nterest of max i m i z i ng pub l i c  i nvo lvement and part i c i pat ion i n  the Spec i a l  I sotope 

Separat i on ( S I S )  hear i ngs , a l l  comments were accepted and made part of the off i c i a l  pub l ic  record , 

even i f  the i ss ues or concerns ra i sed were outs ide the scope of the E I S .  DOE i s  not ob l i gated , under 
NEPA ,  to ana lyze or respond to i ssues that are outs i de the scope of the E I S .  However , where such 

comments were rece i ved , they have been noted i n  t h i s  comment and response volume . 

2 . 8 . 3  Comment :  

Rev i ewers stated that the hea r i ngs were poorly hand l ed ,  not enough hear i ngs were he l d ,  and peo
p l e  were i nconven i enced and cou l d  not test i fy .  

A lthough pub l i c  hea r i ngs are  not a requ i rement ,  the DOE  i n i t i a l ly schedu l ed pub l i c hea r i ngs on 

the Draft E I S  on March 25th at Idaho Fa l l s ,  March 25th at Bo i s e ,  and March 28th at Tw i n  Fa l l s .  Due to 

an unexpected ly large pub l i c  response , add i t iona l hea r i ng t i me was schedu l ed on March 29th ,  30th ,  and 

3 1 st at Bo i se ,  I daho Fa l l s ,  and Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  respec t i ve ly .  I n  add i t ion , the wri tten comment per i od was 

extended from the m i n imum 45-day per iod to a 50-day per i od .  Every effort was made t o  avo id  any 

i nconven ience . Wri tten comments rece ived equa l con s i derat ion w i th  ora l test imony . Those 

i nconven i enced by hear i ng dates or l oca t i ons had the fu l l opportu n i ty to part i c i pate i n  the NEPA 
process by subm i tt i ng wr i tten comments . 

2 . 8 . 4  Comment : 

Rev iewers noted that a l l  four opt ions--spec i f i ca l ly ,  the no-act i on a l ternat ive--were not 

ident i f i ed in the not i ce of pub l i c hea r i ngs or d i scussed at the hea r i ngs . 

2 . 8- 1  

Response:

Response:

Response:



One of the means of prov i d i ng not i ce of the pub l i c  hea r i ngs was a d i sp lay advert i sement p l aced 

in severa l newspapers of genera l statew i de c i rcu lat i on . Another was a lega l not i ce p l aced i n  the 

l ega l sect i on of such newspapers . Some of the d i sp lay ads referred to by the rev i ewers d i d  not make 

spec i f ic ment i on of the no-act ion a l ternat i ve ( not to construct an S I S  Fac i l i ty ) . However .  not ice of 
the proposed act i on ,  i nc l ud i ng the no-act i on a l ternat i ve .  and pub l i c  hea r i ngs on the Draft E I S  was 

prov i ded in Federa l not i ces dated February 1 9 .  1988 ( 53FR5032 )  and March 4. 1988 ( 53FR722 7 ) . 
Add i t i on a l  pub l i c  not i ces were prov i ded through pub l i cat i on of lega l not i ces and/or ads i n  numerous 

newspapers throughout the state . as fo l l ows : 

Not ice and Ad : 

The Post-Regi ster 

I daho Fa l l s .  ID 83401 

The I daho Statesman 

Bo i se ,  ID 83707 

The Morn i ng News 
B lackfoot , ID 83221  

The  I daho State Journa l 

Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D 83204 

The T i mes-News 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  83303 

The I daho P ress T r i bune 

Nampa , ID 83652 

Wood R i ver Journ a l  

Ha i ley. I D  83333 

The Lew i ston Morn i ng Tr i bune 
Lew i ston , ID 83501 

Rexburg Standard-Journa l 

Rexburg , I D  83440 

Two samp l es of d i sp lay ads were subm i tted for the record by the Hea r i ng Off icer , Roy E i guren . 

One correct ly  ment i oned a l l  a l ternat i ves , and one neg l ected to men t i on the no-act ion a lternat i ve .  I n  

the open i ng remarks at each hea r i ng sess ion , a l l  four a lternat i ves were descr i bed . A fu l l  descr i pt i on 

of a l l  four a l ternat i ves was documented i n  the Draft E I S .  Whereas the DOE recogn i zed that an om i s s i on 

i n  one of the d i sp lay ads i n  quest ion d i d  occur ,  the DOE made every effort to max im i ze pub l i c 

awareness of the proposed act i on and i t s  a l ternat i ves i n  a c lear and con s i stent manner .  

2 . 8 . 5  COll1T1ent : 

Objec t i ons were ra i sed that cOll1T1entors cou ld not cOll1T1ent on the need for the S I S  Project for 

the record . 

Ora l and wr itten cOll1T1ents on the need for the S I S  Project were rece i ved and recorded a s  part of 

the off i c i a l  pub l i c record . The Hea r i ng Off i ce r ' s  cOll1T1ents on the need for the S I S  P roject be i ng 

outs i de the scope of the E I S  i s  a reference to the need for weapon-grade p l uton i um and nat i ona l  

secur i ty i s sues that are determ i ned by the  P res i dent and  Congress . COll1T1ents on the need and purpose 

of the S I S  Project as  i dent i f ied in Chapter 1 of the Draft E I S  are w i th i n  the scope of the E I S  and 

have been cons i dered in i t s  preparat ion . 

2 . 8 . 6  COIT1T1ent : 

Concern was noted over the l ack of hea r i ngs i n  northern Idaho and it was stated that northern 

I daho wou l d  be affected po l i t i ca l ly ,  econom i ca l ly ,  and env i ronmenta l ly .  

2 . 8-2 

Response:
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The DOE cons i dered a l l  requests for hear i ngs w i t h i n  the state and determi ned that hea r i ngs i n  
Idaho Fa l l s ,  Bo i se ,  and Tw i n  Fa l l s prov ided reasonable  opportun i ty for pub l ic part i c i pat i on under 

NEPA.  It shou ld  be noted that the comment per i od was extended from 45 days ( requ i red under the CEQ 

regu l at i ons )  to 60 days to a l low add i t i ona l  pub l i c  comment . W r itten comments on the proposed act ion 

rece i ved the same we ight and cons i derat ion a s  the ora l test imony rece i ved at the hea r i ngs . For 

examp l e ,  records of an unoff i c i a l  hear ing  conducted i n  the C ity of Moscow , I daho , were accorded fu l l  

cons i derat i on a l ong w i th test imony recei ved dur i ng the DOE hea r i ngs . 

2 . 8 . 7  Comment : 

Rev i ewers cr i t i c i zed DOE ' s  dec i s i on to ho l d  pub l i c  hea r i ngs i n  Idaho and not at the a lternat i ve 
s i tes ( Hanford or Savannah R i ver) , or a l ong transportat i on routes , or e l sewhere i n  the nat ion ; they 

further contended that more reg i ona l hear i ngs shou l d  have been he l d .  

The dec i s i on to conduct pub l i c  hea r i ngs on ly  i n  I daho was based on the pub l i c  response i n  

Idaho , Wash i ngton , South Caro l i na ,  and e l sewhere dur i ng the scop i ng process and pr ior t o  the pub l ic  

hear i ngs on  the  Draft E I S .  The l eve l of response d i d  not just i fy conduct ing  Draft E I S  he� r i ngs 
out s i de of Idaho . The DOE engaged i n  a substant i a l  pub l ic  outreach program to prov i de i nformat i on to 
the pub l i c  about the project . Further , a l l  persons and organ izat i ons  had an opportun i ty to request 
i nformat ion from DOE and prov i de wr i tten comments dur i ng the scop ing  process and the pub l i c  rev i ew 

per i od on the Draft E I S .  

2 . 8 . 8 Comment : 

I t  was a sked whether costs were a reason for DOE ' s  dec i s ion not to ho ld a pub l i c  hea r i ng i n  

Pocate l l o ,  I daho , and , i f  so , what the est imated costs for such a hear ing  were . 

The prox i m i ty of Pocate l l o to Idaho Fa l l s  ( approx imately 50 m i les )  or to Tw i n  Fa l l s 

( approx imate ly  1 1 5  m i les )  and the fact that trave l between these locat i ons  i s  a norma l ,  i f  not da i ly ,  

expe r i ence for many peop le who l i ve i n  Pocate l lo and work a t  the I N E L  s i te o r  i n  I daho Fa l l s were 

factors in DOE ' s  dec i s i on .  Another factor was DOE ' s  i nterest i n  l ocat i ng the hear i ngs geograph i ca l ly 
c l ose to major popu l at i on centers wh ich  wou ld be acces s i b l e  to as l arge a popu l at i on as poss i b l e  

w i t h i n  a reasonab l e  amount o f  trave l t ime . Res ident s o f  the Pocate l lo a rea cou ld reach I daho Fa l l s o r  
Tw i n  Fa l l s  w i t h i n  two hours o n  p r i nc ipa l  transportat i on routes . L ikew i se ,  res idents o f  Ashton , I s l and 

Park , Swan Va l ley , D r i ggs , V i ctor and surround i ng areas cou l d  reach I daho Fa l l s  w i t h i n  two hours on 

p r i nc i p a l  transportat i on routes .  A lthough costs are con s i dered in dec i s i on mak i n g ,  the p r i nc ipa l  

factors i n  ident i fy i ng the S I S  hea r i ng l ocat i ons  were as  de l i neated above . See responses to comments 

2 . 8 . 7  and 2 . 8 . 9 .  

2 . 8 . 9  Comment : 

Concern was expressed about DOE ' s  d i l i gence i n  i nvo l v i ng the pub l i c  because requests for 

add i t i on a l  hear i ngs ( for examp l e ,  Pocate l lo ,  Lew i ston , Coeu r  d ' A lene)  were den ied . 

2 . 8-3 
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Response:



DOE con s i dered a l l  requests for hea r i ng s ,  and hea r i ngs were he l d  i n  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  Bo i s e ,  and 

I daho Fa l l s .  DOE a l so subm i tted (for the record ) at the pub l i c hea r i ngs a deta i led l i st of a l l  the 

pub l i c outreach act i v i t i es in  wh ich  i t  engaged , i nc l ud i ng many presentat i ons to the pub l i c throughout 

the State of Idaho . Th i s  was an effort by DOE to i nform the pub l i c and prov ide a mean i ngfu l bas i s  for 

the pub l i c to part i c i pate in the NEPA process through submi s s i on of wr i tten comments and part i c i pat i on 

i n  pub l i c hear i ngs . DOE ' s  d i l i gence i n  i nvo l v i ng the pub l i c i s  not based st r i ct ly on the number or 

locat i on of pub l i c  hea r i ngs that are schedu led .  Based on the c i rcumstances and i n format i on ava i l ab le  

to  DOE at the  t ime , DOE con s i ders i ts  dec i s i on to conduct pub l i c hea r i ngs i n  the  three l ocat i ons i n  

Idaho reasonab l e .  See the  responses to  comments 2 . B . 7  and  2 . 8 . 8 .  

2 . 8 . 1 0 Comment : 

Rev i ewers fe lt  that the pub l i c hea r i ngs were not schedu led for the conven i ence of Idahoans or 

that the schedu l i ng was man i pu lated to d i scourage part i c i pat i on .  

DOE  con s i dered the  conven i ence of I dahoans i n  schedu l i ng the  hea r i ngs and  the l ocat i ons that 

were acces s i b l e  and c lose to popu l at i on centers and l i ke ly  to afford part i c i pat i on of the largest 

number of peop l e .  The hear i ngs were schedu led for both day and even i ng hou rs to a l low fu l l  

part i c i pat i on regard less of an i nd i v idua l ' s  work hours . N umerous press re leases and news conferences , 

pub l i c not i ces pub l i shed i n  newspapers throughout the State of I daho , and ora l presentat i ons made by 

representat i ves of the project throughout the State emphas i zed DOE ' s  des i re to encourage part i c i pat i on 
by members of the pub l i c .  DOE added fo l low-on hea r i ngs at each of the three hea r i ng locat i ons i n  an 
effort to max i m i ze pub l i c part i c i pat i on in the NEPA process . Refer to the responses to comments 2 . 8 . 7  

and 2 . 8 . 8  for add i t i ona l i nformat i on on hear i ng locat i on se lect i o n .  

2 . 8 . 1 1  � : 

A copy of a l l  transcr i pts and a v i deo tape of the Draft E I S  hea r i ngs were requested . 

Transcr i pts of the hea r i ng test imony are ava i lab le  on request from the Department of Energy , 

Idaho Operat i ons Off i ce ,  785 DOE P lace , Idaho Fa l l s ,  Idaho and a re access i b le at DOE pub l i c read i ng 

rooms and throughout the State of I daho . The v ideotape of the proceed i ngs i s  a l so a part of the 

pub l i c record , and a rrangements for v i ew i ng can be made through the I daho Fa l l s Pub l i c L i brary , I daho 
Fa l l s ,  I daho ; however,  persona l  cop i es are not ava i lab le . For add i t i ona l i nformat i on concern i ng  

d i st r i but i on of the E I S ,  see the  comment to  response 2 . 9 .  

2 . 8 . 1 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers requested that DOE schedu le hea r i ngs to rece i ve comments on the F i na l  E I S  after i t  

has been pub l i shed . 

The procedura l requ i rements of the NEPA regu lat i ons have been fo l lowed by the DOE w i th respect 
to the proposed S I S  Project . These requ i rements i nc lude , but are not l im i ted to ,  announc i ng the 

i ntent to prepare the E I S ,  i n v i t i ng pub l i c comments on the proposed scope of the E I S ,  and i nv i t i ng 
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comments on the mer i ts of a lternat i ves and adequacy of the Draft E I S .  No hea r i ngs are requ i red i n  t he 

CEQ regu lat i on for a F i na l  E I S .  and DOE does not i ntend to conduct such hear i ngs . 

2 . 8 . 13 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the DOE wa i ted unt i l the morn ing of the f i rst hea r i ng to dea l w i t h  the 

prob lem of "70 hours of test imony and only 24 hours i n  wh ich to hear i t . "  

Imp lement i ng C E Q  regu lat ions  for NEPA requ i re a n  agency t o  encourage pub l i c i nput o n  a Draft 

E I S  but do not requ i re the agency to conduct pub l ic  hea r i ngs . The DOE neverthe less conc luded that 
pub l i c hea r i ngs were appropr i ate and conducted an extens i ve pub l i c outreach effort ( as i tem i zed i n  

exh i b i t  4 o f  the hea r i ng record ) t o  encourage pub l i c know ledge and i nvo l vement . Contrary to the 

assert ion that the DOE refused to schedu le add i t i ona l  hea r i ngs . the DOE began to cons i der a rrangements 
for extended pub l i c hea r i ngs pr ior to the conduct of the i n i t i a l  hear ing  at each locat i on .  A rev iew 

of a l l  the wr i tten and ora l comments ( i nc l ud ing exh i b i t s )  i n d i cates that the vast major i ty of those 

who prov i ded wr i tten comments a l so submitted ora l comments . The ab i l i ty to make an ora l presentat ion  

d i d  not  s ign i f icant ly l im i t  pub l i c  part i c i pat i on i n  the NEPA process . Further . the  Pub l i c Hea r i ng 

Off icer prov i ded a l l  i n d i v idua l s  who may have been inconven i enced because of the hea r i ng exten s i ons  an 
opportun ity to present ora l comments . as  conta i ned in the records of the pub l i c hea r i ngs . A l l  those 

in attendance who had not s igned up to test i fy pr ior  to or at the hea r i ngs were l i kew i se offered the 

opportun i ty to speak upon the comp let ion of the prereg i stered speaker l i sts . and subst i tute speakers 
were perm i tted to speak for those ca l led as  prereg i stered but not in attendance . 

2 . 8 . 14 Commen t :  

I t  was stated that DOE reschedu led the pub l i c hear i ngs and d i d  not pub l i c i ze  the new dates 

adequate ly .  I t  was a l so stated that the  hear i ng announcements p l aced i n  newspapers appeared after the 

last date to prereg i ster--spec i f i ca l ly .  that the not i ce in the Wood R i ver Journa l appeared on 

March 2 3 .  1988 . 

The publ i c  hear i ngs on  the  Draft E IS  were reschedu led at pub l i c request to  avo i d  a con f l i ct  

w i th  the  pub l i c  hea r i ngs on  the  W i lderness B i l l .  i n  order to  a l low max imum pub l i c  part i c i pat ion at  

both hea r i ngs . The reschedu l i ng of the S I S  pub l i c  hear i ngs was announced i n  a press release . and the 

new dates were we l l  pub l i c i zed by the e l ectron i c  and pr int  news med i a .  One o f  the means of prov i d i ng 

not ice  of the pub l i c  hea r i ngs was a d i sp lay advert i sement p l aced i n  n i ne papers of genera l statew ide 
c i rc u l at i on or reg ions of spec i f i c  i nterest . Another was a lega l not i ce p l aced i n  f i ve of the n i ne 

newspapers . The spec i f i c  newspapers are l i sted i n  the response to comment 2 . 8 . 4 .  Not i ce of the 

pub l i c  hear ings was prov i ded in Federa l not i ces dated February 19. 1988 ( 53FR503 2 )  and ( to 
announce the reschedu led hea r i ngs ) March 4 .  1988 ( 53FR7227 ) .  The DOE made every reasonab l e  effort 

( i nc l ud ing  an exten s i ve pub l i c  outreach program) to max im ize  pub l i c awareness of the proposed act ion .  

W i th respect to the appearance of hear i ng announcements i n  the newspapers after the last date 

to prereg i ster.  a l l  not i ces were p l aced in newspapers in a t i me frame appropr i ate for an upcom i ng 
hear i ng .  The not i ces were spec i f i c  as to the ava i lab i l ity of the opt i on of s ign i ng up at the door to 
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present comments i n  add i t i on to prereg i strat ion . The Wood R i ver Journ a l  i s  a week ly newspaper ,  and 

pub l icat i on in the March 23 , 1 988 i ssue was probably cons i stent w i th the i r  next i ssue after rece i pt of 

the advert i sement . Publ i cat ion of a d i sp lay advert i sement not ice i n  the Wood R i ver Journa l i s  further 

ev i dence of the DOE ' s  attempt to max im ize  awareness of t h i s  NEPA act i on in loca l i zed areas of 

expressed i nterest . 

2 . 8-6 



2 . 9  DRAFT E I S  DI STR I BUTION 

Corrment :  

Rev i ewers perce i ved a Department of Energy ( DOE ) re l uctance to make cop i es of the Env i ronmenta l 
Impact Statement ( E I S ) ava i l a b l e ;  they stated that the E I S  shou l d  be sent on the day a request i s  

rece i ved and summa r i es shou l d  not be sent i n  the p l ace of a n  E I S  un l ess requested . Others noted that 

cop i es of the Draft E I S  were not sent to l i brar i es around the I NEL . I t  was further stated that names 

of peop l e  who requested cop i es were lost by DOE . 

Cop ies  of the Draft E I S  were p l aced i n  the I NEL , Hanford , Savannah R i ver ,  and DOE Headquarters 

(Wash i ngton , D . C . ) read i ng rooms . I n  add i t i on ,  the Draft E I S  was sent to a l l  i n d i v i dua l s  who 

requested a Draft E I S ,  c i ty and co l l ege l i brar ies , mayors ' off i ces , cham,bers of commerce off i ces , 

leg i s l at i ve off i ce s ,  and newspaper off i ces throughout the state . Exh i b i t  4 of the hear i n g  record 

l i sts  those p laces where cop i es of the Draft E I S  were de l i vered for pub l i c ava i lab i l i ty and loca l 

p i ckup i n  add i t ion to the exten s i ve ma i l i ngs . I n  excess of 1 , 800 cop ies of the Draft E I S  were 

d i st r i buted . The F i na l  E I S  i s  ava i lab le  at these locat i ons and has been sent to i nd i v idua l s  who made 

wri tten or ora l comments dur i ng the Draft E I S  60-day comment per i od and to those who rece i ved cop i es 

of the Draft E I S .  Requests for the Draft E I S  were processed as rap i d l y  as was pract i ca l .  Summar ies 
of the Draft EIS were sent on ly to i n d i v i du a l s  who spec i f i ca l ly requested the summary in place of or 

in  add i t i on to the Draft E I S .  Address ver i f i cat i on forms were ma i l ed t o  ver i fy addresses and denote 
changes pr i or to ma i l i ng of the F i na l  E I S .  DOE i s  not aware of any lost request for cop i es o f  the 

E I S .  
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2 . 10 CON S I DERAT ION OF DRAFT E I S  COMMENTS 

Corrrnent : 

Concern was expressed regard i ng the proper con s i derat ion of pub l i c  corrrnents ( pro and con ) 

rece i ved by the Department of Energy concern ing  the proposed act ion . Concerns were a l so expressed 

over the mer i t s  of var i ous corrrnents g i ven at the hea r i ngs . It was a l so stated that i t  was appropr i ate 
for nat i ona l groups and peop l e  from outs ide Idaho to corrrnent . 

A l l corrrnents , regard less o f  or i g i n ,  rece i ved dur i ng the 60-day pub l i c  corrrnent per i od have been 

carefu l ly rev i ewed and cons i dered by the DOE in i t s  preparat i on of the F i na l  Env i ronmenta l Impact 

Statement ( E I S ) . It i s  not w i t h i n  the scope of the Nat i ona l Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( NE PA )  process 

to pass va l ue judgments as to the re l at i ve mer i t  of corrrnent s . A l l  corrrnents have been responded to i f  

they were w i t h i n  the scope o f  th i s  E I S .  
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2 . 1 1 DRAFT E I S  PRESENTATI ON -- SPEC I F I C  

2 . 1 1 . 1  COlTlllent : 

It was ques t i oned whether the mode l s  were correct , i f  m i stakes were made , and whether a l l  re le

vant factors were taken i nto account . I t  was a l so stated that the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) 

shou ld recons i der the effects of the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion ( S I S )  Project on peop l e ,  the 

env i ronment , and an ima l s .  

DOE has carefu l ly rev i ewed the Draft Env i ronmenta l  Impact Statement ( E I S )  based on the pub l i c 

cOlTlllents rece i ved as we l l  as the current des ign level  of the S I S  Project . DOE has independent ly 
eva l uated t h i s  F i n a l  E I S  and i s  con f i dent that a l l  re levant factors were taken i nto account and that 

the F i n a l  E I S  accurate ly ref lects the envi ronmenta l consequences of the S I S  Project . 

2 . 1 1 .  2 CO!Tl1lent :  

I t  was stated that the conc lus i ons  on mode l i ng were generated f i rst and then the data needed to 
support the conc l u s i ons  were generated . 

I n  preparat i on of the Draft E I S ,  i nformat i on on the pre l im i nary des ign of the S I S  Project was 

eva l uated and modeled to determ i ne the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequences . Conc lus ions were not 

generated pr ior to the ana lys i s  of the env i ronmenta l consequences . Env i ronmenta l eva l uat i ons have 

been used to conf i rm or mod i fy the S I S  des i gn .  

2 . 1 1 . 3 COlTlllent : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  fa i l s  to def i ne "background rad iat i on , "  "natura l rad i at i on , "  

and "natura l background rad i at i on . "  

Def i n i t i ons  of "natura l background rad i at i on , "  "natura l rad i at i on , "  and "background rad i at i on" 

have been i n c l uded i n  the g lossary of the F i n a l  E I S .  Add i t i ona l l y ,  Tab l e  3-3 of the F i na l  E I S  has 

been mod i f ied to c l a r i fy natura l background rad i at ion . 

2 . 1 1 . 4 COlTlllent : 

I t  was stated that the N-Reactor status on page 1-2  shou l d  be updated . 

The status of the N-Reactor has been updated i n  Sect i ons 1 . 1  and 1 . 1 . 1  of the F i na l E I S .  

Add i t i ona l ly ,  the res u l tant emp loyment effects are accounted for i n  Sect ion 3 . 2 . 2  o f  the F i n a l  E I S .  

2 .  1 1 .  5 COlTIllent : 

I t  was noted that most of the references are unava i l ab le  to the genera l pub l ic  and shou ld be 

p laced i n  I daho pub l i c l i brar i es ,  that the Draft E I S  l acks many pr imary references , and that someth i ng 
better than 1980 standards shou l d  be used . 
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A comp lete set of the references was ava i lab le  i n  DOE rea d i ng rooms i n  I daho Fa l l s ( I daho 

Nat i ona l Engineer ing  Laboratory ( I NEL ) Techn ica l L i brary) ; Wash i ngton , DC ; A iken , South Caro l i na 

( SRP ) ;  and R ich land , Was h i ngton . 

A l t hough the cop i es of documents referenced i n  the F i na l  E I S  cannot be borrowed from the DOE 

pub l i c rea d i ng rooms , cop i es of part i cu l ar  excerpts of sect i ons cou l d  be made ava i l ab le  upon request . 
Many pub l i c or un i vers i ty l i brar i es may a l so be ab le  to obta i n  the reference mater i a l and make i t  

ava i lab le  through a n  i nter l i brary loan arrangement . The reference sect ion i n  the Draft E I S  and the 

F i n a l  E I S  refers to those documents that were used in the i r  preparat i on ;  the references are not 
i ntended to be an exhaust i ve b i b l i ograph i c  l i st . Current approved standards , regardless of i ssue 

date , were used in eva l uat i ng the proposed S I S  act i on and its potent i a l  impacts on the env i ronment . 

2 . 1 1 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that cons i stent u n i t s  shou ld be used and an exp lanat i on of sc i ent i f i c  notat i on 

( powers of ten ) be prov i ded . 

The Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S both use metr i c  un i ts fo l l owed by Eng l i s h  un i ts as  

appropr i ate , w i th the except i on that the summary u ses acres rather than hectares . An exp l anat i on of 
sc i ent i f i c  notat ions has been added to the l i st of abbrev i at ions . 

2 . 1 1 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the State of Idaho DOE , i n  the Draft E I S  d i st r i but i on l i st ,  shou ld be 

changed to State of Idaho Department of Hea lth and We l fare . 

Th i s  change has been made i n  the d i str i but ion l i st of the F i na l  E I S .  

2 . 1 1 . 8 Comment : 

I t  was stated that i t  i s  m i s lead ing  to use " i ns i gn i f i cant , "  "neg l i g i b le , "  and "sma l l " to de

scr i be the tox i c  effects of i nha lat ion of rad i onucl i des . 

The terms "neg l i g i b l e , "  " i n s i gn i f i cant , "  a n d  "sma l l "  are used t o  ass i st t h e  reader i n  

understand i ng the l eve l s  o f  rad ia t i on .  I n  def i n ing  the rem and thereby the mrem , the I nternat i ona l 
Commi ttee on Rad i at i on P rotect ion ( I CRP Pub l i cat ion No . 30)  has cons i dered the rad ioact i v i ty depos i ted 

in l ungs as we l l  as  many other body locat i on s .  S i nce a dose o f  1 m i l l i rem from i n ha l at i on i s  the same 

as 1 m i l l i rem from background rad i at i on ,  i t  i s  approp r i ate to refer to a rad i at ion dose of less than 
1/2  percent of background as  sma l l .  

2 . 1 1 . 9 Comment : 

I t  was noted that there was a d i screpancy i n  p l uton i um annua l  d i scharges dur i ng norma l 

operat i on ( pages 2-41 and 4- 15 ) . 
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The va l ue i n  Tab l e  2 - 4  shou ld have been < 1 . 4  x 10-2�C i .  The F i n a l  E I S  has been changed 

to ref lect th i s  typograph i ca l  om i s s i on .  

2 . 1 1 . 1 0 Comment : 

I t  was stated that DOE research was s loppy , i n  that Hofman was m i sspe l led three t i mes . 

Correct ions  have been made to imprec ise  or i naccurate words where spec i f ic a l ly i dent i f ied .  

The  noted spe l l ing  error has  been corrected i n  the F ina l E I S .  

2 . 1 1 . 1 1 Comment :  

I t  was noted that the F i na l  E I S  shou ld address the fact that a s i gn i f i cant number of peop l e  

l i ve outs i de the 50-m i le  rad i u s  o f  the INEL . I f  the 50-m i le  rad i us were extended , Hanford wou ld be 

t he preferred s i te .  

As requ i red b y  Counc i l  o n  Env i ronmenta l  Qua l i ty ( CEQ )  regu lat ions f o r  imp lement i ng the 

procedura l prov i s ion of N EPA ,  the Draft E I S  ident i f i ed the preferred locat ion of the proposed act ion 
( the S I S  P roject ) as the I NEL . The bas i s  for the se l ect ion of the I NEL as the preferred s i te was 

d i scussed in Sect ion 1 . 4  of the F i n a l  E I S .  Extend i ng the 50-m i l e  rad i us ,  common ly u sed for many 

env i ronmenta l impact assessments , around the S I S  P roject s i te at the I NEL wou ld not i ncrease the 

popu l at ion suff i c i ent ly to offset the more than 200 , OOO-person d i fference that current ly ex i sts 

between the I NE L  and the Hanford S i te . 

2 . 1 1 . 1 2 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  does not address impacts on humans (other than cancer 

deaths ) ,  and does not ment ion the cost to humans of the effects on other l i v i ng t h i ngs , water or l and . 

Other than rad i o log i ca l impacts , the Draft E I S  d i scussed nonrad io log i c a l  impacts such as the 

impacts on eco logy , the use of water , soc i oeconom i cs , h i stor i c  resources , as we l l  as  comp l i ance w i th 
approp r i ate standards wh ich  take i nto account hea lth effects not rel ated to rad i oact i v i ty .  No attempt 

has been made to ass ign a cost to potent i a l  impacts ;  however ,  the i r  importance i s  ref lected by the 

assessment of these types of impacts i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  

2 . 1 1 . 13 Comment : 

I t  was stated that DOE i ntends to power the S I S  P roject w ith  coa l -generated powe r .  I t  was 

a l so stated that the Draft E I S  fa i l s to con s i der the cumu lat i ve effects of coa l u sage on the Pac i f i c 

Northwest ' s  c lean a i r .  
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A s  stated i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S ,  i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 2 ,  coa l usage wou l d  b e  for the 

generat i on of steam rather than e lect r i c  power . As a l so stated i n  the same sect ion ,  i ncrementa l 
em i s s i ons  from the burn i ng of th i s  coa l wou l d  be we l l  w i t h i n  ex i st i ng Prevent i on of S i gn i f icant 

Deter i orat ion (PSD) de m i n i m i s  l eve l s .  
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2 . 1 2 RECORD OF DEC I S I ON 

2 . 1 2 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that resources shou l d  not be committed unt i l  a dec i s i on i s  made to proceed . 

Nat iona l Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( N EPA) regu lat ions do not a l low comm i tment of resources that 

wou ld prejud ice  se l ect ion of a lternat ives or have an adverse env i ronmenta l impact before the agency 

i s sues a Record of Dec i s ion .  However , NEPA does a l low for the deve lopment of p lans or des i gns or t he 

performance of other work necessary to support obta i n ing perm i ts for the project (40  CFR 1 506 . 1 ) .  No 

comm i tment of resources for the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion ( S I S )  Project has been made that i s  not 
a l l owed pursuant to the Counc i l  on Env i ronmenta l  Qua l i ty (CEQ )  regu lat ion s . 

2 . 1 2 . 2  Comment :  

I t  was stated that the dec i s ion has a l ready been made to bu i ld the S I S  Project i n  I daho and i t  

was quest ioned whether the NEPA process w i l l  have any i n put i n  the dec i s i on .  

The pub l i c ly ava i l ab le  Record of Dec i s i on based i n  part on the Env i ronmenta l  Impact Statement 
( E I S )  w i l l  state the U . S .  Department of Energy ' s  ( DOE ' s ) dec i s ion whether or not to proceed and , i f  

the S I S  Project i s  t o  b e  constructed and operated , where i t  w i l l  b e  located . These dec i s ions  have not 

yet been made and w i l l  not be made unt i l  comp l et i on of the NEPA process . 

2 . 1 2 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the dec i s i on to proceed w ith  the S I S  P roject shou ld be de l ayed pen d i ng 
outcome of the St rateg ic  Arms Reduct i on Treaty ( START)  treaty negot iat i ons  or unt i l  i t  i s  eva l uated by 

the next pres i dent i a l  adm i n i strat ion .  

A l though future ver i f iab le  treat i e s ,  such as START , are specu lat i ve ,  i t  i s  acknow ledged that 

further treat i es cou ld resu lt in add i t iona l weapon-grade p l uton i um be i ng made ava i l ab le  from ret i red 

weapons .  As stated in Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  the ex i st i ng DOE product ion 

comp lex for new weapon-grade p l uton i um is constra i ned by fac i l i t i es that were constructed in the ear ly 

1950s and are operat i ona l ly l im i ted . The S I S  Project needs to be imp l emented w i thout de l ay to prov i de 

an on- l i ne capab i l i ty for new weapon-grade p l uton i um i n  the m id- 199Ds i f  a prudent l eve l of 

cont ingency , f lex i b i l ity , and techno log i c a l  d i vers i ty i s  to be prov i ded i n  meet i ng approved nuc lear 
defense requ i rements .  A project delay wou ld a l so resu lt  i n  cost esca l at i on and deny the needed 

capab i l i ty dur i ng a per i od of max imum vu l nerab i l i ty to mater i a l  supp l y .  

2 . 1 2 . 4  Comment :  

I t  was stated that a dec i s i on to proceed w i th the S I S  P roject shou ld be based on actua l 

techn ica l ,  econom i c , and env i ronmenta l  mer i t  and not on emot i ona l  i ssues . I t  was a l so stated that the 

dec i s i on to bu i ld the S I S  P roject shou ld con s i der ph i losoph ica l  i s sues ( for examp l e ,  esca lat i on of the 

arms race and encouragement of weapons pro l i fera t i on ) ,  not just economic  i ssues , and sho u l d  we igh a l l  

a lternat i ves equa l ly .  
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The dec i s i on to proceed or not to proceed w ith  the construct ion and operat i on of the S I S  

Project w i l l  b e  documented i n  a pUb l i c ly ava i l ab le  Record o f  Dec i s ion o n  th i s  E I S .  The Record of 

Dec i s i on w i l l  i dent i fy and d i scuss a l l factors . i nc l ud i ng any essent i a l  con s i derat i ons of nat i ona l 

po l i cy that were used by DDE i n  mak i ng i ts dec i s i on . 

2 . 1 2 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the l ocat i on dec i s i on was made outs i de the NEPA process .  Quest ions were a l so 

asked concern ing  the method of se lect i ng the preferred s i te . 

The Record of Dec i s i on on th i s  E I S  wi l l  i dent i fy whether DOE w i l l  or w i l l  not construct and 
operate the S I S  Project and , if it i s  to be constructed and operated , its l ocat i on .  I n  accordance 

w i th the Counc i l  on Env i ronment a l  Qua l i ty (CEQ )  Regu lat i ons for i mp l ement i ng the procedura l prov i s i ons 
of NEPA (40 CFR 1 502 . 14 ) , the I NEL  was i dent i f i ed in the Draft E I S  as  DOE ' s  preferred s i te 

commensurate w i th the recommendat i on of the s i te eva l uat i on team as d i scussed i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 4 of the 

Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S .  
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2 . 13 NEPA GENERAL 

2 .  1 3 .  1 CO!TI11ent : 

Apprec i at i on was expressed over Federa l agenc i es ' con s i de r i ng env i ronmenta l impacts i n  the i r  

act i ons and o f  the U . S .  Department o f  Energy ' s  ( DOE ' s )  ded i cat i on t o  fu l f i l l i ng i t s  Nat i ona l 
Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( N EPA) obl igat ion . 

DOE acknowledges the comments and i t s  respons i b i l i ty to the NEPA process . 

2 . 1 3 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the process DOE has fo l l owed i n  pursu i ng .th i s  project i s  f lawed and the 

process shou l d  be term i nated . 

DOE be l i eves that i t  has fo l l owed a l l  the appropr i ate requ i rements of NEPA .  Pursuant to NEPA ,  

DOE  has  conducted a scop ing  process to e l i c i t  comments on the scope of the Env i ronmenta l Impact 
Statement ( E I S ) , prepared and d i st r i buted a Draft E I S  for pub l i c  comment , conducted pub l i c  hea r i ngs on 

the Draft E I S ,  and fu l ly con s i dered the comments on the Draft E I S .  DOE has found n o  bas i s  for 
term i nat i ng the process .  

2 . 1 3 . 3 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the rev i ewers d i d  not be l ieve c l a ims of l ow impacts and suff i c i ent safe

guard s ;  that the E I S  cannot guarantee no acc i dents or contam i nat i on at I NEL ; and that the E I S  was 

wr i tten on ly to produce pro-S I S  propaganda . On the other han d ,  i t  was a l so stated that DOE i s  

request i ng  pub l i c i nput not on ly to comp ly w i th  the law but i s  concerned that Spec i a l  I sotope 

Separat i on ( S I S )  is the correct act ion to imp l ement . 

The ana lys i s  and data i n  the E I S  and the support i ng conc lus i ons  of l ow impacts and suff i c i ent 

safeguards have been prepared and rev i ewed by qua l i f i ed profess i ona l s  and a l so subjected to 

i ndependent rev iew .  See response to comment 3 . 2 . 18 for more i nformat ion o n  i ndependent rev i ew .  Both 

the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  address the consequences of postu lated severe acc i dents that have an 

extreme ly l ow probab i l i ty of occurrence . The E I S  i s  not i ntended ( nor does NEPA requ i re )  to guarantee 

no acc i dents or contam i nat i on . The Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  prov i de an adequate as sessment of 

potent i a l  impacts .  W i th respect to prepar ing  the E I S  for "pro-S I S  propaganda , "  t h i s  is i ncorrect . 

DOE bel ieves that the ana lys i s  of potent i a l  impacts to a i d  i n  the dec i s ion of whether to proceed w i th 
the proposed act i on i s  the l egal  and actua l reason for prepara t i on of N E PA documentat i on and performs 

these ana lyses conservat i ve l y  and d i scusses them fa i r ly .  Pub l i c impact i s  and has been cons i dered 

important in t h i s  process . 

2 . 1 3 . 4  Comment :  

I t  was noted that quest i on s  ra i sed dur ing  scop i ng hear i ngs were not addressed i n  the Draft E I S .  

Spec i f i ca l ly ,  the fo l l ow i ng shou l d  be addressed : ( 1 )  i dent i fy the quant i ty of feed and product , ( 2 )  

i den t i fy the eff i c i ency o f  product recovery , ( 3 )  i nc l ude the fate o f  the product and wastes i n  the 

env i ronment , ( 4 )  i nc l ude the env i ronmenta l  effects of nuc l ear war ,  ( 5 )  i n c l ude the effects of the 
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negat ive  pub l i c i ty of an acc i dent on the market for potatoes ,  ( 6 )  i nc l ude the effects of vo lcan i c  

act i on o n  the S I S  Project , and ( 7 )  i n c l ude a n  exam i nat i on o f  160 compan ies  do i ng bus i ness w i t h  the 

Sov i et Un ion to determ i ne whether these compan ies ,  in co l l us i on w i th U . S .  Government off i c ia l s ,  are 

prof i t i ng from arms sa l es to both  the U . S .  and its adversar ies . 

Quest i ons ra i sed dur i ng the scop ing  hea r i ngs were addressed i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  
t o  the extent that they were w i t h i n  the scope o f  t h i s  NEPA proces s .  Quant i t ies  o f  p l uton i um processed 

and proces s eff i c i enc i es are c lass i f i ed .  However ,  unc lass i f i ed i nformat i on presented i n  the F i na l E I S  

prov ides a n  adequate bas i s  for eva l uat i ng potent i a l  env i ronmenta l effects o f  the S I S  Project . The 

env i ronmenta l  effects of product and waste , if due to norma l operat i on and postu l ated acc i denta l 

re l eases to the atmosphere , were addressed i n  Sect ions 4 . 1 . 2 and 4 . 1 . 3 of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l 
E I S .  Potent i a l  vo lcan i c  act i v i ty i s  d i scussed i n  Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S .  

Eva l uat i ons of nuc l ear war ,  negat i ve pub l i c i ty ,  and i nvest igat i ons  o f  p r i vate compan i es are out s i de 

the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

2 . 13 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that a request was made at the scop ing  hear i ngs that the E I S  shou l d  assess 

rad iat i on effects on workers , and the Draft E I S  fa i l s to do so .  

Sect i on 4 . 1 . 4 ,  Occupat i ona l Safety,  of the Draft E I S  presented a d i scuss i on of rad i at i on 

effects on workers . I n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 4 . 2  of the F i na l E I S ,  an expanded d i scuss i on of potent i a l  worker 

exposures due to both rad i o log i ca l  and nonrad i o log ica l cond i t ions i s  presented . An assessment of 

worker exposures from acc i dent cond i t i on s  was d i scussed i n  the Draft E I S  ( Sect ion 4 . 1 . 4 . 3 )  and i s  

i nc l uded i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the F i na l  E I S .  

2 . 1 3 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was noted that a request was made at the scop i ng hea r i ngs that the Draft E I S  shou l d  address 

the rad iat ion exposure impact on the env i ronment and on w i l d l i fe ,  spec i f ica l ly for the I NEL , and the 

Draft E I S  fa i l s to do s o .  

The rad iat ion exposure impact on w i l d l i fe and p lant l i fe from ex i st ing  I N E L  operat i ons i s  

addressed i n  Sect ion 3 . 1 . 6  of the F i na l E I S .  The rad i at i on i n  exposure on the pub l i c  i s  addressed i n  

Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 .  The F i na l E I S  notes that re leases from the S I S  Project wou l d  b e  we l l  be low app l i cab le  

rad i at i on standards to protect man and  the natural env i ronment ,  i nc l ud i ng w i l d l i fe .  

2 . 1 3 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was stated that a request was made at the scop i ng hea r i ngs that the D raft E I S  shou ld address 

transportat i on safety and routes and emergency response ;  however , the D raft E I S does not address these 

i ssues adequat e l y .  
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Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 3  of the Draft E I S  addressed severe transportat ion acc i dents and Sect i on 4 . 6  

addressed emergency preparednes s .  Both o f  these sect i ons  have been expanded i n  the F i n a l  E I S . Refer 

to the response to comment 5 . 7 . 1  for more i nformat i on concern ing  emergency preparedness . 

2 . 1 3 . 8  � : 

I t  was noted that DOE has made a good effort to i n form the pub l i c  about the S I S  Project and ,  

converse ly ,  that more effort is  necessary to i nform peop l e  about the SIS  Project . 

DOE has i ssued many pub l i c not i ces about the proposa l to bu i ld the S I S  Project , about the 

scop i ng hear i ngs for the E I S , and about the hea r i ngs for the Draft E I S .  I n  add i t i on ,  t he Draft E I S  

(wh i ch conta i ns a desc r i pt i on of the proposed act i on ,  the a l ternat i ves , and the potent i a l  

env i ronment a l  i mpact s )  was made read i ly ava i l ab le  to the pub l i c .  The DOE a l so conducted extens i ve 

pub l i c outreach efforts to prov ide i nformat i on to the pub l i c  on the proposed S I S  Project . These 

efforts i nc l uded press re l eases , br ief i ngs , and genera l project i nformat i on a l  overv i ews to enhance 

pub l i c  awareness and understand i ng .  A l i st i ng of these act i v i t i es was i nt roduced i nto the pub l i c  

record a t  the Draft E I S  hea r i ngs . The DOE has attempted to prompt ly  respond to a l l  i nformat i ona l 

i nqu i r ies  on the S I S  Project i n  accordance w ith  the sp i r i t  and i ntent of the NEPA process . 

2 . 13 . 9 Comment : 

Hope was expressed that the S I S  Project w i l l  be she l ved , part i cu l ar ly  i n  l i ght of the way DOE 
m i n im i zes its ob l i gat i ons to use a l l  pract i cab le means to i mprove and coord i nate Federa l p lans ,  

funct i ons , programs , and resources a s  requ i red by Sect ion 10 1  of NEPA.  

DOE h a s  not m i n i m i zed i ts ob l igat i ons  under NEPA and h a s  prepared th i s  E I S  pursuant t o  the 

req u i rements of Sect ion 102 of NEPA.  W i th respect to coord i nat i on of Federa l p lans , funct i ons , 

programs , and resources , DOE has made the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  ava i lab le  to a l l  Federa l and 

state agenc ies  hav i ng a respons i b i l i ty or i nterest in the proposed project to ensure coord i na t i on of 

p l ans and programs . 

2 . 13 . 10 Comment : 

It was stated that the Draft E I S  does not have suff i c i ent i nformat i on to determ i ne benef i t  ver

sus costs and r i sk ,  does not prov i de a cost benef i t  ana l ys i s ,  and used i nappropr i ate techn i ques . 

Counc i l  o n  Env i ronmenta l Qua l i ty (CEQ)  reg u l at i ons (40  CFR 1 502 . 23 )  d o  not req u i re a monetary 

cost benef i t  ana lys i s  to we i gh the mer i ts  and drawbacks of the var i ous  a lternat i ves . In fact ,  the 

regu lat i ons  state that such an ana lys i s  shou ld not be used when there are important qua l i tat i ve 

cons i derat ions . However , the E I S  does address those cons i derat ions , i nc l ud i ng those perta i n i ng to 

env i ronmenta l i mpacts ,  that are l i ke ly  to be re levant and i mportant to reach ing  a dec i s i on .  
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2 . 13 . 1 1 Comment : 

It was stated that the discussion of transportation impacts in the Draft EIS failed to account 
for cumulative impacts from transporting and processing feed materials such as Fast Flux Test Facility 
( FFTF) fuel . 

Currently, DOE is preparing an Environmental Assessment (EA) analyzing the feasibility and 
environmental impacts of various fuel-decladding techniques that could be used to recover DOE-owned 
plutonium in the spent fuel from the FFTF located at the Hanford Site . The Foreword to the Final EIS 
has been modified to reflect this consideration . The annual impacts of potentially transporting the 
processed FFTF fuel would be the same as those for transporting N-Reactor fuel-grade plutonium to SIS 
facilities . Section 4 . 5 . 1  and the Summary of the Final EIS have been modified to include cumulative 
impacts from 30 years of SIS operation at maximum capacity , including the accumulated risk of 
transporting FFTF fuel to the SIS Facility from the Hanford Site , the preferred location for the 
decladding activity . However, it should be noted that in addition to its potential use as feed for 
SIS, the FFTF spent fuel could be blended to produce weapon-grade plutonium, and a decision to build 
the SIS Project does not foreclose options concerning use of FFTF fuel . 

2 . 13 . 1 2 � : 

It was stated that the discussion on waste handling/disposal in the Draft EIS was fragmented 
because of references to NEPA documents and that the disposal of waste should be fully included in 
this EIS . 

The Draft EIS identified all of the wastes that would be generated by the proposed SIS Project 
and their planned disposition . Referencing of other EIS documents such as the Final EIS on the Waste 
Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) is appropriate and consistent with the policy of reducing duplication and 
paperwork (see 40 CFR 1 502 . 2  and 1 502 . 21 ) .  

2 . 13 . 13 Comment : 

It was stated that technical details in the EIS, such as computer models, should be 
independently reviewed . 

All technical details, including the applicability of computer models, and any assumptions used 
were independently evaluated within DOE . Copies of the Draft EIS were also provided to other Federal 
and state agencies having expertise in the analysis and modeling of potential environmental 
consequences as well as to members of the public for their review and comments; the resulting comments 
have been considered in preparation of the Final EIS . 

2 . 13 . 14 Comment : 

It was stated that the EIS does not comply with NEPA requirements to establish a need for the 
project; specifically, there is no support in statutes/cases for implying a national defense exemption 
from NEPA requirements . 
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DOE does not assert an exemption from NEPA requirements on the grounds of national defense . 
DOE has provided a brief statement of the underlying purpose and need for the SIS Project, conSistent 
with CEQ regulations ( 40 CFR 1502 . 13) .  A lso see the response to comment 4 . 1 .  

2 . 13 . 15 

I t  was stated that the Draft EIS  is f lawed because it does not reflect the safety ana lysis 
report, which has yet to be comp leted . 

Preparation of a safety ana lysis report I s  based on a detailed design of a project and is not a 

prerequisite for the completion of an E I S .  Although detailed parameters associated with equipment and 

their performance may not be availab le for the preparation of an E IS, conservative assumptions can be 
made to bound the potential consequences of accidents . For example, as presented I n  the Draft E IS, 
maximum quantities of plutonium at risk are postulated to be involved and degraded filter efficiencies 
are assumed as presented in Sections 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  and 4 . 1 . 3 . 2 .  The Final EIS  incorporates revised 
discussions of design-engineered safety features and accident releases based on current I nformation 
from the safety analysis evaluations . The consequences of the accidents presented I n  Section 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  
of the Draft EIS  and the Fina l EIS  are much higher and have a lesser likelihood than do postulated 
accidents ana l yzed I n  safety anal yses being conducted of the SIS Project design . The severe accident 
presented In Section 4 . 1 . 3 . 2  of the Draft EIS  and the Final E IS  has both a lesser likelihood of 
occurrence and higher potential consequences than the Design-BaSiS Accidents discussed in Section 
4 . 1 . 3 . 1 .  

2 . 13 . 16 Comment: 

It was stated that the Draft EIS does not address the worst-case accident, thereby viol ating 
NEPA . 

The severe facility accident presented in the EIS  I s  considered to be a bounding accident 
meeting the criteria set forth in CEQ regulations for I mplementing the procedura l provisions of NEPA, 
as amended (40  CFR 1502 . 22) .  As stated in the Draft EIS, for the postulated severe accident to occur, 
five conditions are assumed: ( 1 )  facility-wide fire must In some fashion occur ; ( 2 )  the building fire 
suppression system, which will be Design-BaSiS Accident ( DBA ) qualified, Is assumed to be not 
effective ; ( 3 )  the fina l filtration systems, including fire protection systems, both of which wi l l  be 
DBA-qual ified, are not effective; ( 4 )  no mitigative action (such as Immediate ly placing plutonium into 
protected storage upon detection of a fire) is taken; and ( 5 )  no response is made by the ICPP fire 
brigade and I NEL fire department . The severe accident has an estimated probabi l ity less than 
1 x 10-6 per year. (Note: The estimated probabilities of the occurrence of accidents have been 
presented in the Fina l E I S  to assist the lay reader In understanding the remote chances of occurrence, 
even though CEQ does not require the I nclusion of these probabilities . ) Based on the conditions which 
must occur to obtain the postulated releases and the extremely low estimated probability of 
occurrence, the severe accident scenario more than adequately satisfies the requirements contained in 
40 CFR 1502 . 22 regarding analysis of l ow probability accidents . While other potentia l accident 
scenarios can be postulated, it I s  not believed that an accident can be postulated that would result  
in  h i gher consequences and which I s  based on  "credible scientific evidence, "  as also required by  40  
CFR 1502 . 22 .  
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2 . 13 . 1 7 � : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  fa i led to assess a fu l l  range of a l ternat i ve s ,  such as 

I ntermed i ate Nuc l ear Force ( I NF )  weapons ' return and the "p l uton i um cha l lenge . "  

NEPA requ i res that reasonab le a lternat i ves be addressed . Sect ion 2 of the E I S  descr i bes 

reasonab le  a lternat i ves , i nc l ud i ng the no-act ion a lternat i v e .  

Weapon-grade p l uton i um from the I NF  i s  fu l ly accounted for i n  the N uc lear Weapons Stockp i le 

Memorandum ( NWSM) and the i dent i f icat ion of requ i rements for the product i on of new weapon-grade 

p l uton i um .  The S I S  P roject wou l d  prov i de the DOE w i th a prudent l eve l of cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  

and techno l og ic a l  d i vers i ty i n  I ts  product i on comp lex for new weapon-grade p l uton i um .  As agreements 

such as  the I NF  do not prov i de new sources of weapon-grade p luton i um ,  the I NF  i s  not a reasonab le  
a l ternat i ve to  the  S I S  Project . The "pl uton i um cha l l enge" ( i . e . , no product ion of p l uton i um )  i s  not 

w i t h i n  the scope of th i s  E I S .  

2 . 13 . 18 � : 

Cop ies  of spec i f ic references c i ted in the Draft E I S  were requested . A request for 

i nformat i on ,  dated Janua ry 1 9 ,  1988 , was subm i tted as an exh i b i t . 

A l l references c i ted i n  the Draft E I S  are ava i lab le  i n  the DOE Pub l i c Read i ng Rooms at the 
INEL , SRP , and Hanford . The letter dated January 1 9 ,  1988 , was prev ious ly  responded to by DOE i n  
wr i t i n g .  

2 . 13 . 19 � : 

It was stated that the Shoshone-Bannock t r i bes want more i nformat i on and an i n-depth ana lys i s  

of water ,  soc ioeconom i c ,  waste transportat ion , and safety factors so they can assess r i sks to the 

t r i bes ' home land and treaty r ight s .  

The Draft E I S  presents i nformat i on and d i scus s i ons of the impacts to water , soc i oeconom ics , and 

transportat ion of wastes . Add it iona l i nformat ion on soc i oeconom ics  has been i ncorporated i nto the 

F i n a l  E I S  as appropr iate .  The F i na l E I S  d i scusses impacts under norma l operat i ng and  postu lated 

severe acc i dents . A l so see the response to comment 5 . 24 . 14 on safety,  the response to comment 5 . 1 2 . 2  

and 5 . 1 2 . 3 on water ,  the responses to comments 5 . 27 . 14 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 14 . 3  and 5 . 27 . 1 4 . 4  for add i t i ona l 

i nformat i on on t r i ba l  l ands and 5 . 29 . 82 on transport r i sk s .  
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3 . 0  POL ICY COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

3 . 1  DOE AUTHOR I TY AND RESPON S I B I L ITY 

3 . 1 . 1  Comment :  

I t  was noted that an apparent contrad i c t i on ex i sts between the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) 
commi tment to protect pub l i c  hea l th and safety and the Atom i c  Energy Act (AEA) of 1954 exempt i on of 

l i ab i l i ty for i n j u r i es susta i ned from nuc l ear weapons product i on and tes t i ng .  

DOE does not agree that there i s  a contrad ict ion because of the AEA of 1954 , as amended . As a 
successor agency to the Atom i c  Energy Comm i ss ion , DOE , pursuant to the AEA , has i ssued extens i ve 

standards and requ i rements cover i ng worker and pub l i c  safety . 

3 . 1 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was asked why DOE i s  exempt from the Occupat iona l Safety and Hea lth  Act ( OSHA) and state 

taxes and why m i l i tary weapons are produced by a c i v i l i an  agency . 

The DOE has adopted and enforces the occupat iona l , safety, and hea lth  protect i on requ i rements 

( DOE  Order 5480 . 1 B )  wh ich  are equ iva lent to those i ssued by OSHA . See the response to comment 5 . 20 . 1 0 

for i nformat i on on OSHA and DOE regu lat i ons . 

DOE i s  exempt from state taxes ; however , sa les/use taxes are pa i d  on a l l  construct i on mater i a l s  

for bu i ld i ngs and assoc i ated equ i pment [such as  the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion ( S I S ) ]  by f i xed pr ice  

subcontractors . County tax  assessors have been ass i sted i n  v i s i ts to  construct ion job s i tes to  

i den t i fy property w i t h i n  the  county subject to the  county ' s  property taxes . At  the I daho Nat i ona l 

Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I NEL ) , contractors pay a franch i se tax and/or corporate i ncome taxes . They 

a l so pay m i l l i ons  of do l lars i n  sa les  use taxes on procurements of supp l ies , equ i pment , renta l s ,  etc . 

The State of Idaho rece i ves about 8 percent of i t s  persona l i n come taxes from s i te emp l oyees . The 

I NEL  bus system pays a fuel exc i se tax for i t s  use of state h ighways . I n  add i t i on , the 1 0 , 000 I N EL  

emp l oyees pay rea l property taxes , sa les  taxes , i ncome taxes , and  a l l  other taxes pa i d  by other I daho 

res i dent s .  

For a d i scuss i on o n  DOE defense mater i a l  respons i b i l i ty ,  see the response t o  comment 3 . 1 . 3 .  

3 . 1 . 3  Comment : 

Rev i ewers s uggested that DOE ' s  act i v i t i es shou l d  be l im i ted to nondestruct i ve act i on s  that are 

env i ronmenta l ly safe and benef i c i a l  to the peop l e .  

DOE ' s  respons i b i l i t i es for deve l op i ng and ma i nta i n i ng a capab i l i ty to produce spec i a l  nuc lear 

mater i a l s  for nat i ona l defense programs are mandated by Congress as  part of the Atom i c  Energy Act of 
1954 , as  amended . 
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3 . 1 . 4  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that p r i vate enterp r i s e ,  not DOE , shou ld bu i ld and operate the S I S  Project , 

i nc l ud i ng subsequent fabr i cat i on of weapons . 

A l l  respons i b i l i ty for the product i on o f  spec i a l  nuc lear mater i a l s for weapons i n  accordance 
w i th  the Atom i c  Energy Act of 1954 i s  the respons i b i l i ty of the Federa l Government and cannot be 

undertaken by p r i vate enterpr i se .  

3 . 1 ; 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers advocated that DOE shou ld deve lop more respons i b l e  rad i oact i ve/tox i c  waste hand l i ng 

po l i c ies to i nc l ude : deve lop ing  and test i ng dua l -purpose or un i versa l cask s ,  deve lop i ng at-reactor rod 

conso l i dat ion capab i l i t i es ,  deve lop ing ons ite  waste process i ng  and storage techno log i es ,  upgrad i ng  

ut i l i ty ra i l  access and  cask hand l i ng fac i l i t i es ,  standard i z i ng a waste package des ign , a nd  ana lyz i ng 

an opt i m i zed , nonmon i tored retr i evab le  storage opt i on .  

Ant i c i pated waste generat i o n ,  hand l i ng , storage , and transportat i on act i v i t i es for the S I S  

Pro ject are desc r i bed i n  Chapter 2 . 3 . 2  of the F i n a l  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . These 

act i v i t i es a re based on current ly  ava i lab le  techno logy wh i ch  comp l i es w i th current regu latory 

requ i rements .  However , DOE cont i nuou s ly eva l uates the feas i b i l i ty of opt ions that w i l l  i mprove i ts 

overa l l  waste han� l i ng act i v i t i es .  Estab l i shment of add i t iona l po l i c i es regard i ng rad i oact i ve waste 

treatment , standard i zat ion of waste package des ign , transportat i o n ,  and i mproved storage opt ions i n  

genera l i s  outs ide the scope o f  t h i s  E I S .  
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3 . 2  DOE AND GOVERNMENT CRED I B I L ITY 

3 . 2 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed a genera l l ack of conf i dence that the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DO E ) ,  i n  

operat ing  the mater i a l s  product i on comp l ex ,  w i l l  proper ly  protect l oca l c�n lty safety and the 

env i ronment . They c i ted i ts poor safety record , ma i nta i n ing  that DOE i s  self-serv in,  ( i . e . , p l aces 

nat iona l i nterests over those of the commun i ty) , that i t  fa i l s to con f i ne rad ioact i v i ty ,  and that it 

has adm i tted to $ 100 b i l l i on damage at other weapons s i tes . Other rev i ewers c i ted i nept performance , 

res u l t i ng i n  l ack of trust i n  DOE ' s  past and present operat i on s .  Some expressed concern over a 
dec l i ne i n  the Idaho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I N EL ' s )  safety record w i th the advent of 

i ncreased defense i nvo l vement . 

DOE ' s  respons i b i l i ty to carry out m i ss ions that support nat iona l �f.n •• I s  statutor i ly imposed 

by Congress .  I n  carry i ng out these m i s s i on s ,  the safety and we l fare of t� p�b l i c  const i tute a 

pr imary concern , and the safety record of many of DOE ' s  s i tes , i n c l ud i ng the INEL , cont i nues to 

improve . DOE i s  undertak i ng aggress i ve i n i t i at i ves to i dent i fy prob l ems and so l ut i ons  at i t s  s i tes 

and is a l l ocat ing  mon ies  on a pr i or i ty bas i s  to correct past pract i ces assoc iated w i th the hand l i ng 

and d i sposa l of hazardous wastes . 

3 . 2 . 2  

Severa l rev i ewers expressed a genera l l ack of con f i dence i n  DOE , and based on prev ious h i story ,  

stated that DOE wou l d  not properly manage the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion ( S I S )  Fac i l i t i es o r  protect 

the env i ronment ,  hea l t h ,  safety ,  or  pr ivate r i ghts of the peop l e .  Others were o f  the op i n ion that DOE 

has a h i story of c red i table  management , has been a good ne ighbor that wou ld respond to t he ques t i ons  

ra i sed i n  the Draft E I S , and i s  commi tted to  the ma i ntenance of safety and hea l th  standards . 

The proposed fac i l i ty ,  as descri bed i n  the F i n a l  E I S ,  wou l d  be des i gned and operated w i t h  a 

safety- i n -depth approach ( i . e . , mu l t i p le safety features ) to m i n im ize any impact to i t s  workers . the 

pub l i c ,  and the env i ronment . The DOE has st i pu lated that safety i s  the overr i d i ng con s i derat ion for 

a l l  its projects at a l l  s i tes , and that safety w i l l  not be compromi sed for schedu les .  econom i cs , or 
exped i ency . 

3 . 2 . 3  Comment : 

It was stated that the I NEL  shou ld not be i nvo l ved w ith  i nv i s i b l e  rad i at i on or c lass i f i ed 

research that peop l e  cannot mon i tor . 

The methods for detect ing  and measu r i ng nuc lear rad i at ion are we l l  deve loped , and rad i at ion 

mon i tors with a larms are prov i ded so that workers can mon i tor and be wa rned of rad i at ion i n  the i r  

workp l ace . Any rad iat ion re leases are mon i tored and reported t o  the State o f  I daho . The state can 

check on the va l id i ty of these va l ues through the State of Idaho Work i ng  Agreement w i th the DOE , 

whereby the state may obta i n  concurrent samp les col lected by the DOE or the U . S .  Geo l og ica l  Survey 
( USGS ) , ons i te or offs i te .  Mon i toring  reports for each of the three a lternat ive  s i tes are pub l i shed 

on an annua l bas i s  and are pub l i c l y  ava i l ab l e .  
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Some research i s  c lass i f i ed for reasons of nat i ona l secu r i ty .  There are s tr i ngent contro l s  i n  

p lace t o  mon i tor and account for c lass i f i ed i nformat ion ,  thus protect i ng important techno logy . For 

add i t i ona l i nformat i on see response to comment 2 . 6 . 1 .  

3 . 2 . 4  Comment : 

A rev i ewer noted that DOE has a poor track record of hand l i ng rad i oact i ve/hazardous waste , 

wh i c h  does not i nsp i re conf i dence concern i ng future hand l i n g ;  a l so that the I NEL seems unw i l l i ng to 

f u l ly d i sc l ose env i ronmenta l impacts . 

Much of the contam i na t i on of DOE ' s  s i tes i s  the res u lt of waste management pract i ces accepta b l e  
a t  t h e  t ime they were i n  use , but wh ich do not meet current standards . Current DOE waste management 

pract i ces have been and cont i nue to be i mproved to meet current env i ronmenta l standards and to correct 

the contam i nat i on res u l t i ng from p r i or pract i ces . Remed i a l  act i ons and deta i led i nvest i gat ions to 

determ i ne further act ions are underway at each of DOE ' s  s i tes . The Waste Management for Groundwater 

P rotect i on E I S  ( DOE/E I S-0120)  extens i ve l y  d i scusses the potent i a l  contam i nat ion of s i tes l ocated at 

the Savannah R i ver P lant ( SR P )  and i dent i f i es potent i a l  strateg ies  and project- leve l act ions that 

wou l d  be undertaken to comp ly w i t h  current standards . At the I NEL , where the pr imary cause of 

rad i oact i v i ty i n  groundwater was the use of an i n ject ion we l l ,  that pract i ce has been d i scont i nued . 

At each of the three s i tes cons i dered i n  the E I S ,  sha l low l and bur i a l  of transura n i c  ( TRU )  wastes was 

stopped i n  the ear l y  1970s , fac i l i t ies  are p l anned to ret r i eve and package the prev ious ly  bur i ed TRU 

waste , and a l l  new ly generated TRU wastes s i nce the early 1970s are retr i evab ly  stored aboveground and 

mon i tored . 

As stated i n  response to comment 3 . 2 . 3 ,  each of the DOE locat ions  for produc i ng nuc l ear defense 
mater i a l s  pub l i shes an annua l env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng report that i s  pub l i c l y  ava i lab l e . In add i t ion 

to these mon i tor i ng reports , DOE , in comp l i ance w i th severa l env i ronmenta l statutes ( e . g . , C l ean Water 

and A i r  Acts and Resource Conservat ion and Recovery Act or ( RCRA ) , subm i ts mon itor i ng report s ,  

stud i es ,  and eva l uat i ons t o  state and Federa l agen c i es for these agenc ies  t o  ascerta i n  comp l i ance w i th 

the i r  perm i t  l im i tat i ons  and cond i t i on s .  These report s ,  stud i es ,  and eva l uat ions  are a l so pub l i c ly 

ava i lab l e .  

3 . 2 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the I NEL record of contam i nat ion i s  not favorab l e .  The bad record suggests 

that DOE ,  Nuc lea r  Reg u l atory Comm i s s ion ( NRC) , and the nuc lear i ndustry do not know what they are 

dO i ng and by prevent i ng the c l eanup of present po l l u t i on ,  DOE has demonst rated a l ack of 
respon s i b i l i ty .  

Contam i nat i on a t  DOE s i tes i s  the resu lt  o f  ear ly waste management pract i ces acceptab l e  a t  the 

t ime they were i n  use , but wh ich  do not meet current standards . Sect ion 3 . 1 . 4 of the Draft 

Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  b r i ef ly d i scussed ex i st i ng contam i nat ion at the I NEL , and the 

F i na l  E I S  in the same sect ion has been updated to ref lect the current resu l ts and status of 

act i v i t i es ,  i nc l ud i ng the three s i tes at the I NEL for wh ich  correct i ve act i ons for prev ious hazardous 

waste pract i ces are l i ke ly .  The responses to comments in Sect ions 3 . 2 . 1  and 3 . 2 . 4  prov ide examp les  of 
act i v i t i es that DOE has i n i t i ated wh ich  demonstrate i t s  respons i b i l i ty in protect i ng the env i ronment 

from waste contam i nat i on . 
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DOE has not prevented the c l eanup of present po l l ut i on .  A lthough the quest i on of l ega l 

jur i sd i ct i on w i th respect to respons i b i l i t i es for cert a i n  wastes has been ra i sed ,  DOE be l i eves that i t  

i s  mov i ng aggress ive ly  i n  i dent i fy i ng ex i st i ng and potent i a l  problems and undertak i ng the necessary 
correct i ve act i ons  on a pr ior i ty bas i s .  Wh i le many of the prev i ous pract i ces assoc i ated w i th  

hazardous waste have been stopped or changed to  comp ly w i th current standards , i mp l ementa t i on of 
correct ive  act i ons  frequently  req u i res more t ime because of the deta i l ed stud i es necessary to 

ascerta i n  the most effect i ve approach i n  correct i ng contam i nat ion . 

3 . 2 . 6  Comment :  

Concern was expressed over DOE ' s  capab i l i ty to operate fac i l i t i es safe l y .  I t  was noted , for 

examp l e ,  that I NEL  a l ready has a h i story of me l tdowns that cause exposures and i n j ur i es to workers . 

Severa l c r i t ica l i ty i nc i dents at the Idaho Chem i c a l  Process i ng P lant ( ICPP ) were a l so noted . 

The DOE  recogn i zes i ts respons i b i l i t i es to  des ign and  operate i t s  fac i l i t i es i n  a safe manner . 

S i nce i ts beg i nn i ng ,  the I N E L  has been a nat iona l test s i te for advanced reactor des i gn and concepts .  

Ear l i er  tes t i ng i nvol ved operat i ons  at the bounda r i es of known techno logy w i th respect to core 

d i srupt i ve acc i dents i nvo l v i ng rap i d  react i v i ty i nspect i on .  Later extens i ve tes t i ng of prototype 

reactor fuel  under acc i dent cond i t i ons  was rout i ne at test reactors such as  Loss of F l u i d  Test Power 

( LOFT ) , Power Burst Fac i l i ty ( PBF ) , and Trans i ent Reactor Fac i l i ty (TREAT ) . The PBF and TREAT tests 

were done in a contro l led env i ronment i n s i de a test veh i c l e  wh ich  prec l uded damage to the test 
reactor .  

There have been on ly  n i ne occurrences at  the I N EL  s i nce 1949 that i nvol ved test  reactor core 
damage . On ly  f i ve of those occurrences were unp lanned , and those occurred pr i or to 1963 . None of the 

occurrences res u lted in rad i o l og ica l i n jury to the pub l i c .  I n  norma l reactor operat i on ,  c ladd ing  
fa i l ure can  be  detected ear ly enough to  a l low t ime ly  rep l acement of the  defect ive  fue l e l ement before 

a s i gn i f i cant re lease of f i ss ion products i nto the pr imary system occurs . 

A l so see the response to comment 5 . 1 . 46 regard i ng c r i t ica l i ty i nc i dents .  

3 . 2 . 7  � : 

Rev i ewers made genera l comments c i t i ng I NEL and DOE as hav i ng a good safety record and car i ng 

for the env i ronment ;  converse ly ,  i t  was stated that the I NEL ' s  and the DOE ' s  ab i l i ty to safe ly  operate 

the S I S  Pro ject is quest i onab l e ,  g i ven the h i story of operat ions of I N EL , Hanford , and other 

fac i l i t i es .  

The operat ions  at the INEL , Hanford S i te ,  and other DOE fac i l i t i e s  i nvo lve many d i verse 

fac i l i t i es and m i ss i ons that are be i ng conducted in ag i ng fac i l i t ies . S ign i f icant changes i n  

operat i ng DOE fac i l i t i e s  have been and are cont i nu i ng t o  be made t o  further emphas i ze safety and 

env i ronmenta l protect i on . 

The S I S  Pro ject i s  be i ng des i gned to prov i de the h i ghest level  of safety based on the 

accumu lated experi ence of DOE ' s  operat ion of s im i lar fac i l i t i es . DOE has st i pu l ated that adequate 

safety and protect ion of the env i ronment w i l l  be an overr i d i ng cons i derat i on for a l l  DOE projects , and 

that safety w i l l  not be comprom i sed for schedu les ,  econom ics , or cost . To ensure the safety of the 

S I S  Project , DOE a l so requ i res that an approved and i ndependent ly ver i f i ed safety ana lys i s  report be a 
preprequ i s i te  to the construct i on of the project . Therefore , the S I S  Project wou l d  be operated i n  a 

safe manne r .  
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3 . 2 . 8  Comment :  

Rev i ewers stated that the DOE has a poor record of env i ronmenta l protect ion and management of 

wastes at the Hanford S i te .  

S i nce 1965 , Batte l le ' s  Pac i f i c  Northwest Laborator i es have been mon i tor ing  Hanford ' s  effects on 
i t s  env i ronment . Batte l le ' s  env i ronmenta l surve i l lance program covers a i r ,  Co l umb i a  R i ver water , 

groundwater ,  so i l ,  vegetat ion , natura l background rad i at ion , agr i c u l tura l products i nc l ud i ng beef , 

m i l k ,  eggs , wheat , fru i t  and pou l try , and w i ld l i fe i nc l ud i ng an i ma l s ,  f i sh and game b i rds . Each year 

thousands of samp les  are taken i n  the area . 

I n  i t s  most recent report on env i ronmenta l mon i tor ing  at Hanford , Batte l l e ' s  Pac i f i c  Northwest 
Laborator i es reported to the DOE that no s ign i f i cant changes in l eve l s  of rad i a t i on exposure rece i ved 

by Hanford workers or offs ite  popu lat i ons were detected . Ca lcu l ated rad i at i on doses to humans from 

the Hanford p lant rema i ned below 1 . 0  m i 1 1 i rem in 1987 . Th i s  dose i s  a sma l l  fract ion of the exposure 

the average Amer ican rece i ves each year from natura l and man-made sources ( accord i ng to the Nat i ona l 

Counc i l  on Rad i at ion P rotect ion and Measurements ) . I n  1986 , the State of Oregon re leased a 2 5-year 

study of the Co l umb i a  R i ver wh ich  conf i rmed the DOE data showi ng that the pur i ty of the Co l umb i a  R i ver 

was be i ng ma i nta i ned and protected . 

I n  Apr i l of t h i s  year , the DOE i ssued a Record of Dec i s ion for the Env i ronmenta l Impact 

Statement ( DOE/ E I S-0 1 13 )  on d i sposa l of Hanford defense h igh- l eve l , transuran i c ,  and tank waste 

defense waste . The Record of Dec i s i on states that DOE can move forward w i th  f i na l treatment and 

d i sposa l of three types of waste wh i le deferr i ng proces s i ng on the rema i nder of the waste types unt i l 

further deve l opment i s  accomp l i shed . Th i s ,  i n  fac t ,  was the course recommended by the Northwest 

C i t i zens Forum on Defense Waste and by the States of Wash i ngton and Oregon . 

As w ith  other DOE s i tes , DOE i s  underta k i ng stud i es and eva luat ions  of the prev i ous  prac t i ces 

of the d i sposa l of hazardous and m i xed waste ( i . e . , l ow- leve l rad i oact i ve and hazardous )  at the 

Hanford S i t e .  Pract i ces that d o  not conform t o  current RCRA requ i rements w i l l  b e  stopped and the 

approp r i ate remed i a l /correct i ve act ions undertaken . 

3 . 2 . 9  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that DOE has prom i sed to be a safe ne i ghbor , yet they have po l l uted the water 
tab l e ,  res i sted state attempts to ha lt  env i ronmenta l contam i nat i on ,  and have a poor record for 

po l l ut i ng the env i ronment at the SRP . Add i t iona l ly ,  the NAS stud ies  i nd icate SRP prob l ems . 

A recent E I S  ( DOE/E I S-0120 )  on waste management act i v i t i es for the groundwater protect i on at 

the SRP exten s i ve ly d i scusses and eva l uates potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequences assoc i ated w i th 

hazardous ,  m i xed , and l ow- l eve l rad i oact ive  wastes . As stated i n  th i s  E I S ,  severa l correct i ve act i on s  

have a l ready been undertaken a t  t h e  S R P  t o  prevent contam i nat ion o f  groundwater , a n d  t h e  E I S  further 
i dent i f i e s  act ions and new fac i l i t i es to protect groundwater resources . The DOE i s  act ive ly 

part i c i pat i ng w i th  the State of South Caro l i na ' s  Department of Hea lth  and E n v i ronmenta l  Contro l and 
E PA in determ i n i ng pr ior i t i es for further correct i ve act i ons and the perm i tt i ng of new fac i l i t i es 

meet i ng a l l  RCRA requ i rements . A l so see the response to comment 3 . 2 . 4 .  
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Recent stud i es by the NAS as we l l  as the I ndependent Nuc lear Fac i l i ty Adv i sory Board have 

i nd i cated safety concerns w i th  respect to the product i on reactors at the SRP . DOE i s  v i gorou s l y  

pursu i ng reso l ut i on o f  these i ssues and has p laced constra i nts o n  the reactors t o  ensure the i r  safe 

operat i on .  Cont i nued opera t i on of the reactors at the SRP , wh ich  were constructed in the ear ly 1950s , 

and the constra i nts i mposed on the i r  operat i on are factors i n  DOE ' s  need to prov ide a prudent level  of 

cont i ngency, f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and techno log ica l  d i vers i ty i n  i t s  product i on comp lex as represented by the 

S I S  Project and d i scussed i n  Chapter 1 of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  

3 . 2 . 1 0 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the DOE i s  not qua l i f i ed to operate the S I S  P roject and that other 

agenc i es w i l l  not cert i fy DOE work . 

The respons i b i l i ty for product i on and safeguard i ng of spec i a l  nuc lea r  mater i a l s  ( and act i v i t i e s  

such as the  S I S  P roject ) has  been ass i gned by  the Congress to the DOE and  i t s  predecessors [the Energy 

Research and Deve lopment Admi n i strat i on ( ERDA) and Atom i c  Energy Comm i ss i on (AEC ) ]  by the Atom i c  

Energy Act o f  1954 , as amended . A l though the Nuc lear Regu latory Comm i ss ion ( NRC)  h a s  n o  l i cen s i ng 

jur i sd i ct i on over DOE fac i l i t i e s , DOE w i l l  comp ly  w ith  a l l  the app l icab le  requ i rements of other 
agenc i es . For examp l e ,  for transportat ion of hazardous mater i a l s  ( e . g . , p l uton i um ,  uran i um waste ) , 
DOE comp l i es w i th U . S .  Department of Transportat ion ( DOT) regu lat ions and uses DOT or NRC�approved 

s h i pp i ng conta i ners . 

3 . 2 . 1 1 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that DOE has a h i story of coverups regard ing  safety and hea l t h ,  and the 

m i l i tary w i l l  l i e to cover up act i v i t i es and shou ld not be trusted where the consequences are dea t h .  

W i th i n  the Federa l Government , DOE i s  a separate department from the Department o f  Defense 

( i . e . , DOE is not the m i l i tary) . It is DOE ' s  po l i cy to i dent i fy and correct any i nadequate pract i ces 

concern ing  safety and hea lth ar i s i ng from operat ion of i t s  fac i l i t ies . I n  th i s  regard , acc i dents and 

acc i denta l re l eases are requ i red to be reported , and acc i dents resu lt i ng in s ign i f i cant releases from 

DOE fac i l i t i es are i nc l uded i n  annua l  mon i to r i ng reports that are pub l i c l y  ava i l ab l e .  

3 . 2 . 1 2 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that i n  sp i te  of repet it ive assurances of no prob l ems ( for examp l e ,  the 

d i sposa l and test i ng of rad i oact ive  mater i a l  by NRC/DOE ) ,  the government does not have a good track 

record and i s  not respon s i b le or cannot be trusted . 

As stated i n  response t o  comment 3 . 2 . 4 ,  the pr imary sources o f  env i ronmenta l contam i nat ion 

resu lt ing  from DOE opera t i ons a re due to prev i ous  pract ices that were acceptab le  at the t ime of the i r  

imp l ementat ion , but that do not meet current standards . A s  a l so d i scussed , DOE has changed o r  i s  i n  

the process of chang ing  pract i ces assoc i ated w i th  rad i oact i ve waste d i sposa l ( e . g . , TRU waste no 

longer is p l aced in sha l low land bur i a l  fac i l i t i es , fac i l i t i es to immob i l i ze  h i gh- leve l wastes have 

been or are be i ng i mp lemented , d i sposa l  of eff l uents at the I NEL  through an i n ject ion we l l  has been 
d i scont i nued) . The purpose of a� E I S  is not to prov ide assurances of no prob lems but rather to assess 

potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequence s .  W i t h i n  the Draft and the F i n a l  E I S ,  conservat ive  assumpt i on s  
a r e  used t o  i dent i fy potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequences , tak i ng i nto account postu lated prob lems 
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( e . g . ,  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  i nc l ude i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 3  an ana lys i s  of the upper range of 

potent i a l  consequences of the potent i a l  d i sposa l of S I S-generated low- leve l waste , and Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 2  

d i scusses a severe fac i l i ty acc i dent wh ich  prec l udes the operat i on of des i gned safety features ) .  

3 . 2 . 1 3 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the fact that DOE cannot account for a l l  the p l uton i um a l ready produced gave 

the commentor l i t t l e  comfort that DOE cou l d  conduct the S I S  act i v i t i es safe ly .  

The respon s i b i l i ty for product i on a n d  safeguard i ng o f  spec i a l  nuc lear mate r i a l s  f o r  weapons has 
been ass i gned by Congress to the DOE and i t s  predecessors ( ERDA and AEC )  by the Atom i c  Energy Act of 

1954 , as amended . The DOE operat i on s ,  i nc l u d i ng the S I S ,  i ncorporate a r i gorous system of mater i a l  

accountab i l ity ,  wh i ch  i ncorporates the l atest techno logy i n  sen s i ng and contro l .  A s  w i th any 

process i ng cyc l e ,  fract i ona l  losses in trace quant i t i es do occur .  Each fac i l i ty i s  d i v i ded i nto 

mate r i a l -ba l ance areas ( MBAs ) ,  where inventory i s  taken and str ict  accountab i l i ty of mater i a l s  between 

each MBA i s  requ i red . Past and current i nventory d i fferences have been eva l uated and exp la ined ,  and 

DOE cont i nues to pursue more str i ngent safeguards for the accountab i l i ty of spec i a l  nuc l ear mater i a l s .  

3 . 2 . 14 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the DOE has l i ed before and that DOE i s  l y i ng now about the need for the S I S  

P roject . 

The op i n i on that the DOE has " l i ed before" i s  subject ive  and as such cannot be addressed . 

Informat i on on the need for the S I S  Fac i l i ty i s  conta i ned i n  the response to comment 4 . 1 . 1 .  

3 . 2 . 1 5 Comment :  

I t  was stated that Idaho shou ld proceed w ith  caut i on ,  g i ven other states ' expe r i ence w i th DOE . 

The State of I daho and DOE (and i t s  predecessors ERDA and AEC )  have worked together t o  assure 
safety in the operat ion of I NEL  fac i l i t i es s i nce the ear ly  1950s and w i l l  cont i nue to do so . 

3 . 2 . 1 6 Comment : 

I t  was noted that , based on past exper i ences at the I NEL  and other DOE s i tes , rad ionuc l i de 

re leases w i l l  occur and that the DOE track record for hand l i ng rad i oact i ve mater i a l  i s  one of 

d i s da i n .  For examp l e ,  DOE ut i l i zed potent i a l ly dangerous conta iners for many years w i thout reca l l i ng  

them and  res i sted efforts to  oversee and  cr i t ique i ts act i v i t i es . 

A l though much of the present contam i nat ion at  DOE  s i tes i s  the resu lt of  ear ly  waste management 

pract i ces wh i ch  wou ld not meet current standards , DOE ' s  current waste hand l i ng procedures are requ i red 

to prevent or m i n i m i ze re leases of hazardous and rad i oact i ve mater i a l s .  

3 . 2-6 

Response:

Responst:

Response:

Response:



DOE works w i t h  both the EPA and the states to rev i ew and obta i n  pr ior approva l for any 

mod i f icat i ons or new construct i on enta i l i ng  rad i onuc l i de em i s s ions or eff l uents . A l l  such re leases 

are ma i nta i ned be low app l i cab le  EPA or state regu l atory l im i t s .  DOE i s  a l so tak i ng aggress ive steps 

to improve i t s  waste hand l i ng systems to e l i m i nate or m i n im i ze d i scharges of rad i onuc l i des to the so i l  
or groundwater . A l l  sources of dr i nk i ng water are carefu l ly mon i tored to ensure that d r i nk i ng water 

standards are met . The transport of waste mater ia l s  meets app l i cab le  regu l atory req u i rements 

( i nc l ud i ng those of DOT/NRC) and/or DOE Orders . These i nc l ude hazardous wastes , wh ich  are subject to 

EPA ' s  RCRA requ i rements and DOT req u i rements , as we l l  as rad i oact i ve mater i a l s ,  wh ich  are sub ject to 

DOE/NRC and DOT requ i rements . A l though DOE cannot guarantee that re leases w i l l  never occur ,  ded i cated 

adherence to current standards and a comm i tment to work ing  w i th the U . S .  Env i ronmenta l Protect i on 

Agency ( EPA) and the states when prob lems do occur have estab l i shed a pos 'i t i ve record for DOE i n  

hand l i ng such mater i a l .  For add i t i ona l i nformat i on on the use of the LLD-1  conta i ner , see the 
response to comment 5 . 29 . 44 . For i nformat i on on add i t i ona l overs i ght , see the response to comment 
3 . 2 . 18 .  

3 . 2 . 1 7 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the DOE covered up the Reed report for the General  E lect r i c  ( G E l  nuc l ear 
reactors , so it is not qua l i f i ed to run S I S .  

The a l legat i on concern i ng the Reed Report on GE commerc i a l  nuc l ear reactors has no re lat i ons h i p  

t o  th i s  proposed act i on and therefore i s  out s i de the scope o f  th i s  E I S .  

3 . 2 . 18 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the government l oses cred i b i l i ty by fa i l i ng to regu late DOE performance i n  a 
tough , fa i r  manner . 

Both DOE and Congress have taken act i on to sat i sfy the pub l i c ' s  des i re for i ndependent 

overs i ght of DOE operat i ons . Ear ly i n  Ju ly 1988 , a Senate-House conference comm i ttee approved the 

creat i on of an i ndependent overs i ght board for DOE weapons fac i l i t ies . Th i s  propos a l  for an 

i ndependent overs i ght board was attached to the Department of Defense author i zat i on b i l l ,  wh ich  was 

s i gned . W i t h i n  1 20  days fol l ow i ng the enactment of the b i l l ,  the Pres i dent has the respons i b i l i ty to 

name board members , who in turn must be conf i rmed by the Senate . 

DOE ' s  Adv i sory Comm i ttee on Nuc l ear Fac i l ity Safety . cha i red by former Nuc lear Regul atory 

Comm i s s i oner John Ahea rne , was formed after the Nat iona l  Academy of Sc i ences recommended that 

i ndependent safety overs i ght of DOE fac i l i t ies  was des i rab le . The Commi ttee is in the process of 
v i s i t i ng a l l  DOE s i tes and i ssu i ng reports and recommendat i on s .  

3 . 2 . 19 Comment : 

A l ack of be l i evab i l i ty was stated concern i ng c l a ims of low impacts ,  no acc i dent s , and 

suff i c i ent safeguards assoc iated w i th operat i on of the S I S  Project . Ver i fy i ng such c l a ims i s  

prec l uded by the h i gh secur i ty o f  the I NEL  area . 
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The DOE has an env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng program that ana lyzes a i r ,  water , so i l ,  b i ota , and 

foodstuffs co l lected on and off the I NEL  s i te to ensure that app l icab l e  Federa l and state 

env i ronmenta l protec t i on regu l a t i ons are met . I n  add i t i on ,  U . S .  Geo log i ca l  Survey ( USGS)  has a 

comprehens i ve groundwater mon i tor ing  program . The State of I daho has a work i ng agreement w i th  DOE 

whereby the state may obta i n  samp les co l lected by DOE or the USGS ons ite  or offs i t e .  The agreement i s  

expected t o  cont i nue , and suggest ions for rev i s i ons  were requested from the state . I n  add i t i on ,  DOE , 

i n  consu lta t i on w i th the stat e ,  i s  estab l i sh i ng a contract w i th  Idaho State Un i vers i ty ( I SU )  to 
prov ide i ndependent ver i f icat ion of the envi ronmenta l mon i tor i ng program at the I NEL . The DOE wi l l  

fund the contract , and I SU w i l l  furn i sh the resu lts to the state and to DOE . The data w i l l  be fu l ly 

ava i lab le  to the regu latory bod i es of the state and to the pUb l i c .  The I NEL  has been des ignated as a 

restr i cted area to protect nat i ona l secur i ty i nterests . The op i n i on of the effect i veness of DOE 

env i ronmenta l and safeguard programs ( i . e . , be l i evab i l i ty)  var i es ;  however ,  h i gh secur i ty ,  as  

exemp l i f i ed by the d i scuss ion of mon i tor i ng above , does not prec l ude i ndependent ver i f i cat i on of 

i mpacts . See the response to comment 5 . 1 . 1  regard i ng acc i dent s .  

3 . 2 . 20 Comment : 

I t  was stated that DOE secur i ty i s  a threat to l i berty . 

The I N EL , for reasons of nat i ona l secur ity ,  i s  an area restr i cted to the genera l pUb l i c .  DOE 

has been ass i gned the respons i b i l i ty for ma inta i n i ng secur i ty and protect i on of DOE ' s  fac i l i t i es by 

Congress . DOE po l i cy govern i ng access to nuc lear mater ia l and the protect ion  of government property 

is str ict ly enforced . I nd i v i dua l s  who are accused of secur i ty v i o lat i ons have recourse to the U . S .  
j ud i c i a l  system . 

3 . 2 . 2 1 � : 

I t  was stated that the S i l kwood ep i sode once aga i n  represents coverup , safety prob lems , and 

contam i nat ion of i nd i v i dua ls  and propert i es ;  others stated that i t  represented med i a  sensat iona l i sm .  

Events concern i ng Karen S i l kwood have n o  relat i onsh i p  t o  th i s  proposed act ion ,  and as such they 

are beyond of the scope th i s  E I S .  

3 . 2 . 22 Comment : 

The quest ion was ra i sed as to whether the government i s  try i ng to se l l  the Savannah R i ver P l ant 
( S R P )  to the p r i vate sector because the l i ab i l i ty is too h i gh . 

The DOE cont racts w i th pr i vate f i rms to operate government-owned fac i l i t i es . The operat i ng 

contractors must meet str i ngent qua l i f icat i on standards and comp ly w i th DOE po l i c i es ,  operat i ona l 

requ i rement s ,  and regu lat ions  to construct and operate DOE fac i l i t i e s .  Cont racts for operat ing  

fac i l i t ies  are e i ther renewed w i th the ex ist i ng operat i ng contractor or opened for  b i d .  Each o f  the 

operat i ng contracts is for a f i xed per i od .  SRP i s  and w i l l  cont i nue to be a DOE-owned fac i l i ty ,  as 

statutor i ly requ i red . 
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3 . 2 . 23 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the NRC/DOE has m i s led the pub l i c  over the years . The effects of the Nevada 

bomb tests on peop l e  in Utah and Nevada were c i ted . I t  was a l so stated that there were i ncreased 

l eukem i a  v ict ims based on persona l i nvest i gat ive team exper i ence .  

The DOE presen t l y  ma i nta i n s  act i ve outreach , pub l i c affa i r s ,  and commun icat i on po l i c i es and 

seeks to make respon s i b le d i sc losure of operat i ona l s i tuat i ons  as  they potent i a l ly  re l ate to the 

pub l i c  sector . Past pract i ces at the Nevada Test S i te and any potent i a l  effects of such pract i ces are 

not w i t h i n  the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

3 . 2 . 24 Comment : 

Rev iewers stated that the NRC i s  scanda l i zed by i neptness and coverups to protect i ndustry and 

thus is unab l e  to regu l ate the S I S  Project . It was a l so stated that the NRC has recent l y  endangered 

the pub l i c  by i ncreas i ng the perm i ss i b l e  level  of worker exposures . 

The proposed S I S  P roject w i l l  be constructed and operated i n  accordance w i th DOE Orders and 

requ i rements , as  we l l  as app l i cab le  EPA and state regu lat i ons . I t  w i l l  not be l i censed by NRC . The 
expressed concerns w i th the NRC are beyond the scope of th i s  E I S .  The current DOE rad iat i on 
protect i on standards for workers are conta i ned i n  DOE Order 5480 . 1B ,  Chapter X I , and w i l l  be re i ssued 

as DOE Order 5480 . 1 1  wh ich  i s  curren t l y  in f i na l  draft form . DOE Order 5480 . 1 1  as  current ly drafted 

does not i ncrease perm i ss i b l e  worker exposures , but rather prov i des for more def i n i t i ve mon i tor i ng 
requ i rement s ,  stochast i c  and nonstochast i c  effects , and the i ncorporat i on of spec i f i c  rad i o l og i ca l  

dose def i n i t i ons . 

3 . 2 . 25 Comment : 

I t  was stated that because so much i nforma t i on i s  c l ass i f i ed ,  the DOE pract i ces are hard to 

change and DOE i s  not respons i ve to externa l aud i t  but po l i ces i tse l f .  

The DOE ' s  respons i b i l i ty for the product i on of spec i a l  nuc lear mater i a l s , as requ i red by law ,  

does i nvo l ves c l ass i f i ed i nformat i on and operat i ons . DOE ,  however , often inv i tes outs i de expert i se ,  

such a s  the Nat i ona l Academy o f  Sc i ences , t o  aud i t  or i ndependent ly  rev iew operat i ona l concerns as 

they a r i se . As d i scussed in the responses to comments 3 . 2 . 18 and 3 . 2 . 1 9 ,  c l ass i f i ca t i on does not 

prec l ude i ndependent eva l uat i ons  and report i ng of data by wh ich impacts can be i n dependen t ly ana lyzed . 

3 . 2 . 26 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the D raft E I S  i s  f l awed and needs an i ndependent rev i ew of DOE ' s  methods and 

f i nd i ngs . 

I n  accordance w i th the Nat iona l  Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( NEPAl , comments were requested from 

Federa l agenc ies  wh i ch  have j u r i s d i ct i on by l aw or spec i a l  expert i se w i th  respect to "any 
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env i ronmenta l  impact i nvo l ved or wh ich  are author i zed to deve lop and enforce env i ronmenta l standards" 
(40  CFR Chapter 1 503 . 1 ) . The Federa l  agenc ies  that rev i ew the E I S  have the exper i ence and know l edge 

to prov i de an i ndependent rev i ew of DOE ' s  methods and f i nd i ngs . I n  add i t i on ,  approp r i ate state and 

loca l agenc ies  that are author i zed to deve l op and enforce env i ronmenta l standards were requested to 

comment and have commented on the Draft E I S .  The pub l i c a l so was asked to ,  and d i d ,  rev i ew and 

prov i de i nput on the proposed act i on .  These mu l t i p l e  rev i ews he l p  to ensure that the methods and 

f i nd i ngs are appropr i ate .  

3 . 2 . 2 7 Comment : 

Rev iewers noted the l ack of independent overs i ght of the DOE/ I NEL/S I S  env i ronmenta l mon i tor ing  
program , as  we l l  as i ndependent mon itor ing  by  experts of  the des ign and construct ion phase . 

The DOE has an env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng program that ana lyzes a i r ,  wate r ,  so i l ,  b i ota , and 

foodstuffs co l l ected on and off of its s i tes , i nc l ud i ng the I NEL , to ensure that app l i cab le  Federa l  

and state env i ronmenta l protect ion regu l a t i ons  are met . At the I N E L , USGS has a comprehens i ve 

groundwater mon i to r i ng program . The State of Idaho has a work i ng agreement w i th DOE whereby the State 

may obt a i n  samp les co l lected by DOE or the USGS , ons ite  or offs ite .  DOE expects the agreement to 

cont i nue and has requested suggest i ons for rev i s i ons from the state . I n  add i t i on ,  the DOE , i n  

consu ltat i on w i t h  the State ,  i s  estab l i sh i ng a contract w ith  I daho State Un i vers i ty ( I SU )  t o  prov i de 

independent ver i f i cat i on of the env i ronmenta l mon i to r i ng program at the I N EL . The DOE w i l l  fund the 

contract and I SU w i l l  furn i s h  resu lts  to the state and to DOE .  The data w i l l  be fu l ly ava i l ab le  to 

the regu latory bod ies  of the state and to the pub l i c .  

3 . 2 . 28 � :  

Rev i ewers stated that i f  DOE had to comp ly w i th NRC req u i rements , i t  wou ld l ose i ts l i cense ,  

and  quest i oned why c i t i zens are  req u i red to  obey NRC ru les but DOE  i s  not . 

Under the Atom i c  Energy Act of 1954 , as amended , DOE i s  so l e ly respon s i b l e  for the product i on 

of spec i a l  nuc lear mater i a l s  for weapons and , i n  accordance w i th the l aw ,  i s  not requ i red to obta i n  a 

l i cense from the NRC . The DOE requ i rements for the des i gn and operat ion of i t s  product i on fac i l i t ies  
are , howeve r ,  comparab l e  to  those of  the  NRC , recogn i z i ng that there are d i fferences from the types of  

fac i l i t ies  wh ich  are l i censed by the  NRC  ( i . e . , pr imar i ly the nuc lear power p lants for  the generat i on 

of e lect r i c  power)  and those for which DOE i s  respons i b l e  wh ich  are used for the product i on of spec i a l  

nuc l ear mater i a l s  for nat i ona l defense . I t  i s  specu lat i ve to conc l ude or to assert that DOE wou ld not 

be ab l e  to obta i n  an NRC l i cense if requ i red to do so . 

3 . 2 . 29 Comment 

It was stated that the DOE safety record shou ld be ques t i oned , s i nce there i s  no outs i de 
rev i ew .  

The DOE contracts w i th p r i vate f i rms to operate t h e  government-owned fac i l i t ies  under DOE 

d i rect i on and overs ight . These operat i ng contractors comp ly  w ith  app l i cab l e  requ i rement s ,  i nc l ud i ng 
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DOE orders , wh i c h  are equ i v a l ent to the Occupat i on a l  Safety and Hea lth  Act ( OSHA) . The safety records 

of the operat i ng contractors are reported and are ava i lab l e  to the publ i c . A l so see responses to 
comments 3 . 2 . 18 and 3 . 2 . 1 9 for add i t i ona l i nformat ion on i ndependent overs i ght and i ndependent rev i ew .  

3 . 2 . 30 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the state budget has been cut , so there i s  no env i ronment a l  overs i ght . 

The DOE ma i nta i ns a cont i nuous env i ronmenta l  mon i to r i ng program to ana lyze a i r ,  water , so i l ,  
b i ota , and foodstuffs on and off the I NEL s i t e .  The res u l ts a r e  mon i tored aga i nst app l i cab l e  Federa l 
and state env i ronmenta l protec t i on regu l at ions . I n  add i t i on ,  the DOE ant i c i pates f und ing  a contract 

w i th I SU ,  i n  consu ltat ion w i th  the state , to prov i de i ndependent ver i f i cat i on of the env i ronmenta l 
mon i tor i ng program . For further i nformat i on ,  see response to comment 3 . 2 . 1 9 .  

3 . 2 . 3 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers addressed the need for a permanent overs i ght comm i ttee as a "fu l l  partner" i n  

cooperat ion w i t h  the state for manag i ng potent i a l  env i ronment a l  hea lth  and safety consequences of the 

project . 

The State o f  Idaho has a work i ng agreement w i th DOE whereby the state may obta i n  samp les 
co l l ected by DOE or the USGS , ons ite  or offs i te . See the response to comment 5 . 1 9 . 5 .  I n  add i t i on , 
the DOE , i n  con s u ltat i on w i th the state ,  i s  estab l i s h i ng a contract w i th  Idaho State Un i vers i ty to 

prov i de i ndependent ver i f i cat i on of the env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng program at the I NEL . For add i t i ona l 

i nforma t i o n ,  see response to comment 3 . 2 . 1 9 .  Congress has a l so taken act ion  t o  create a n  i ndependent 
overs i ght board . See the response to comment 3 . 2 . 18 .  

3 . 2 . 32 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the NRC and the state shou l d  oversee p l uton i um s h i pments , because DOE 

wou ld not adequate ly  po l i ce i t se l f ,  and that states shou ld cons i der l evy i ng fees on DOE for such 

serv i ces as approved by DOT ru l i ngs . 

Congress has p laced regu latory author i ty for transportat ion  of mater i a l s  w i th the DOT . DOE i s  
so l e ly respons i b le for the transport of spec i a l  nuc lear mater i a l s  that i nc l ude p l uton i um ,  and must 

adhere to DOT req u i rements w i th  respect to the transport of spec i a l  nuc l ear mater i a l s  and comparab le  

NRC req u i rements w i th  respect to transport cont a i ners and casks . For the S I S  Project , DOE  has 

comm i tted to u s i ng on ly  cont a i ners or casks that have been cert i f i ed by the NRC and meet DOT 

spec i f icat ions for a l l  s h i pments of p l uton i um .  The l evy i ng o f  sh i pp i ng fees i s  not w i th i n  the scope 

of th i s  E I S .  
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3 . 3  I N EL  M I S S I ON 

3 . 3 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers commented concern i ng the effect of the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  P roject on 
the m i ss i on of Idaho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I NEL ) . These comments ranged from stat ing  that 

the S I S  P roject ( i . e . , product i on of weapons mater i a l )  i s  not con s i stent w ith  the present research 

( peacefu l )  m i s s i on of the I NE L , to say i ng that the I NE L  has been i nvo lved in defense-re l ated work 

s i nce it was estab l i shed . I t  was a l so stated that the S I S  P ro ject wou l d  conf l i ct w i th  the I N E L  

m i ss ions a s  stated o n  page 3 - 1  of the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . 

The m i ss i on of any D O E  nat i ona l  laboratory i s  t o  prov i de eng i neer i ng a n d  sc ient i f i c  l eadersh i p  

and support for nat i ona l programs . Consequent ly ,  the l aborator ies  are ob l i gated t o  respond t o  the 

chang i ng needs in nat i ona l p r i or i t i e s .  There have a lways been both defense- re l ated and non-defense

re l ated act i v i t i es at the I NE L . At any g i ven t ime , the m i x  ref lects the nat i ona l needs and changes i n  

nat i onal  pr ior ity .  

The f i rst fac i l i t i es at  the  I NE L  [Exper imenta l  Breeder Reactor ( EBR ) ,  Nava l Reactor Fac i l i ty 
( NRF ) , Mate r i a l  Test i ng Reactor ( MTR ) ,  Idaho Chem i c a l  Proces s i ng P l ant ( I CPP ) ]  ref l ected both types of 

act i v i t ies . Subsequent programs changed as pr ior i t ies changed ; for examp l e ,  the A i rcraft Nuc l ear 

P roduct i on P roject , the Reactor Safety P rogram [Spec i a l  Power Excur s i on Reactor Test ( SPERT ) , Loss of 

F l u i d  Test ( LOFT ) ;  Power Burst Fac i l ity ( PBF ) ] , an expans ion  of the Breeder P rogram Argonne Nat i ona l 
Laboratory (ANL ) waste management act i v i t ies for Three M i le I s land ( TM I ) and West Va l ley , and others . 

The re l at i ve effort ded i cated to defense-re lated versus non-defense-rel ated act i v i t ies  has changed i n  
the past and w i l l  cont i nue to change i n  the future . Thus , the S I S  P roject wou ld not present a 

s i gn i f i cant change to the I NEL  m i ss i o n .  

The ICP P , the proposed S I S  l ocat i on a t  the I N E L , current ly  has the ma i n  m i s s i on o f  recover i ng 
uran i um-235 from spent government-owned fuel  for use i n  defense programs and safe ly  manag ing  the 

resu l t i ng waste . Thus , the S I S  P roject comp l ements the ICPP  m i s s i on in that it recovers p l uton i um-239 

from DOE-owned fue l -grade p l uton i um for defense programs . Spec i f i c  acknow ledgment of defense m i s s i ons  

at the INEL  has been added to Sect i on 3 . 1 . 1  of the F i na l  E I S .  

3 . 3 . 2  Comment :  

Rev i ewers were concerned over the poss i b l e  soc i a l , psycho log i ca l ,  and sp i r i tua l  impacts of 

do i ng nuc lear weapons-re l ated work at the I NE L . Spec i f i c  concerns i n c l uded psycho log i ca l  impacts on 

the l oca l popu l ace , jobs l ost because of convert i ng the I N EL  from research to advanc i ng the arms race , 

i ncompat i b i l i ty w ith  what I daho stands for ( unspo i led w i lderness and c l ean l i v i ng ) , and changes i n  t he 

I N E L  image . 

Soc i oeconom i c  i mpacts a r e  addressed i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 1 . 1  o f  t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S .  
Based on the i nformat i on presented , the S I S  P roject may have modest , benef i c i a l  impacts on emp l oyment 

and the genera l economy . The arms race and potent i a l  s p i r i tua l and psycho log i ca l  impacts are beyond 

the scope of t h i s  E I S  ( see the response to comment 2 . 7 . 2 ) . 

The I NEL  has been i nvo lved i n  both defense- and non-defense-re lated act i v i t ies  s i nce i t s  
beg i nn i ng , a n d  the S I S  P roject wou ld therefore not change I daho ' s  image or what t he I NEL  stands for . 

A l so see the response to comment 3 . 3 . 1  for add i t iona l i nformat i on on the I NEL ' s  m i s s i on s .  

3 . 3-1  

Response:

Response:



3 . 3 . 3  Conment :  

Rev i ewers were concerned about an i ncreased m i l i tary empha s i s  at the I NE L . I t  was noted that 

the I N EL shou l d  conduct exc l u s i ve ly nonm i l i tary research and deve lopment . 

I n  add i t ion to nonm i l i ta ry research and deve lopmen t ,  the I NE L  has been i nvo l ved i n  

defense-re lated act i v i t ies  s i nce i t s  beg i nn i ng .  For examp l e ,  fac i l i t ies  for t he Nava l Reactor P rogram 

were esta b l i shed in the ear ly 1950s , and the I CP P  began operat ion for recover i ng u ran i um from spent 

m i l i tary and other fue l s  i n  1 953 . The S I S  P ro ject does not const i tute a s i gn i f i cant sh i ft i n  the 

empha s i s  of t he I N EL . See a l so responses to comments 3 . 3 . 1  and 2 . 7 . 7 .  Us i ng the I N E L  for exc l u S ive ly  

nonm i l i tary research and deve lopment i s  not  w ith in  the scope of th i s  E I S .  

3 . 3-2  

Response:



3 . 4  NUCLEAR DETERRENCE POL I CY 

Corrrnent : 

Statements were made rang ing  from an understand i ng and s upport 

deterrent to statement s  that nuc l ear deterrence has not worked or has 

t herefore the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project is not needed . 

for ma i nta i n i ng the nuc l ear 

out l i ved i t s  usefu l ness and 
The ro l e  of the S I S  P roject i n  

ma i nta i n i ng  a nuc l ear deterrent was a l so d i scussed , a s  we l l  a s  i t s  impact on current arms 

negot i at i on s .  

The ongo i ng pol i cy of the Un i ted States , supported b y  a l l  adm i n i strat i on s  and congresses s i nce 

Wor l d  War I I ,  is to ma i nta i n  our m i l i tary strengt h ,  i nc l ud i ng a strong nuc l ear  deterrent to prevent 

m i l i tary conf l i ct among the major wor ld  powers . The Un i ted States i s  act ive ly  purs u i ng ver i f i ab le  and 

equ i tab le  reduct i ons in nuc lear arms . Th i s  nuc lear deterrence po l i cy has successfu l l y prevented war 

between the major powers for over 40 years and has cont r i buted to the successfu l negot iat i on s  and 

rat i f i cat i on of the recent I ntermed i ate Nuc l ear Force ( I NF )  Treaty . Unt i l  further reduct i ons  i n  

nuc lear arms are mutua l ly agreed upon , the Un i ted States po l i cy i s  t o  ma i nta i n  i ts capab i l i t ies  and to 
modern ize i t s  nuc l ear deterrence force structure . The S I S  Project is con s i stent w i th that pol i cy .  A 

br ief statement ( a s  requ i red by NEPA) of the need for the S I S  P roject i s  i nc l uded i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  of 

both the Draftand the F i na l Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . Howeve r ,  spec i f i c  d i scuss ions on 

t he effect i veness of nuc l ear deterrence and arms contro l  negot i at i ons are beyond the scope of th i s  

E I S .  

3 . 4-1 

Response:





3 . 5  NON-PROLI FERAT I ON 

3 . 5 . 1  Comnent : 

I t  was stated that the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project w i l l  i ncrease the r i sk of 

pro l i ferat i on and i ncrease the r i sk  of weapons fa l l i ng i nto the wrong hands , and the i mpacts of th i s  
are not d i scussed i n  the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . Others stated that the S I S  

Project techno logy may b e  used by other countr i es t o  enhance weapons product i on .  

Fore ign a n d  domest i c  po l i cy d i scus s i ons concern i ng arms contro l and S I S  techno logy 

ut i l i zat i on abroad are outs ide the scope of t h i s  E I S .  I t  shou ld  be noted that sen s i t i ve 

defense-re l ated aspects of the S I S  techno l ogy are c lass i f i ed and protected as suc h .  See the responses 

to comnents 2 . 6 . 4 ,  3 . 4 . 1  and 3 . 5 . 2 .  

3 . 5 . 2  Comnent : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project w i l l  v i o l ate the Non-Pro l i ferat i on Treaty or that i t  
i nd icates t o  the wor ld that t h e  Un i ted States does not i ntend to honor the Non-Pro l i ferat i on Treaty . 

A d i scuss i on of the extent to wh ich construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  Project wou ld 
i nc rease the potent i a l  pro l i ferat ion r i sk i s  beyond the scope of th i s  E I S .  The construct i on o f  the 

S I S wou ld not v i o l ate the Non-Pro l i ferat i on Treaty . 

3 . 5-1 

3.5

Response:

Response:





3 . 6  PR ICE -ANDERSON ACT 

3 . 6 . 1 Comment : 

Concerns were expressed about the effect of the Pr i ce-Anderson Act on the l i ab i l i ty of the U . S .  

Department of Energy ( DOE ) and/or i t s  contractors for damages a s  a res u l t  of a n  acc i dent a t  the 

Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Fac i l i ty .  I t  was a l so stated that the  P r ice-Anderson Act was 

unconst i tut i ona l and leaves the pub l i c to assume the costs assoc i ated w i th an acc i dent and 

env i ronmenta l  damages .  

A l though t he P r i ce-Anderson Act , wh i ch  was found to meet Const i tut i on a l  standards i n  Duke Power 

v .  Caro l i na Env i ronmenta l I nc . , 438 U . S .  59 ( 1978) , i s  the pr imary means for 

compensat i ng the pub l i c for damages from nuc lear i nc i dents , other remed i es ex i st for c la ims not 

fa l l i ng  w i t h i n  the purv i ew of P r ice-Anderson . For examp l e ,  c la ims aga i nst the Department of Energy or 

its emp loyees may be cogn i zab le  under the Federa l Tort C l a ims Act ,  and c la ims for env i ronmenta l  damage 

may fa l l  w i t h i n  the Comprehens i ve Env i ronmenta l Response , Compensat i on and L i ab i l i ty Act ( CERCLA ) . 
These and other l aws afford any i n jured party mechan i sms for seek i ng recovery for damages re l at i ng to 

the operat i on of the S I S  Project . See a l so response to comment 3 . 6 . 2 .  

3 . 6 . 2  Comment : 

It was stated that the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  d i d  not adequate ly  d i scuss 

DOE ' s  respons i b i l i ty for l i ab i l i ty as a resu l t  of an acc i dent , i nc l ud i ng l i ab i l i ty for unant i c i pated 

ons ite  or offs i t e ·  impacts over the l i fet ime of the project . 

DOE w i l l  ut i l i ze the statutory i ndemn i ty contemp lated by the P r i ce-Anderson Act 
(42  U . S . C .  2 2 10 )  to assure ready and prompt ava i l ab i l i ty of funds to compensate the pub l i c for 

i n j u r i es and damages res u l t i ng from a nuc lear i nc i dent ar i s ing  from S I S  act i v i t i es .  Compensat ion 

prov i ded under the Act wou ld cover nuc lear i nc i dents ar i s i ng at the I NEL  s i te as we l l  as  nuc l ear 

i nc i dents ar i s i ng dur i ng the transportat i on of mater i a l  to and from the s i te . 

P r ice-Anderson Act coverage has ex i sted s i nce 1957 . I n  order to prov i de a mechan i sm for prompt 

and assured compensat i on to the pub l i c in the un l i ke ly  event of a nuc lear i nc i dent , Congress extended 

P r i ce-Anderson coverage w i th  some mod i f i cat ion dur i ng 1988 . The Act autho r i zes the Department to 

i ndemn i fy i ts  contractors , subcontractors , and supp l i ers for losses caused by a nuc lear i nc i dent . The 

amount of the i ndemn i ty ( current ly $7 b i l l i on ) is not perce i ved as a ce i l i ng on recovery for damage s ,  

i n  l i ght o f  Congress ' comm i tment i n  42 U . S . C .  2 2 10 ( e )  t o  "thorough ly  rev i ew the part icu lar i nc i dent" 

and to "take whatever act ion i s  deemed necessary and appropr iate to protect the pub l i c  from the 
consequences of a d i saster of such magn i tude . "  The Supreme Court has noted t h i s  comm i tment i n  Duke 
Power v .  Caro l i na Env i ronmenta l  I nc . ,  438 U . S .  59 ( 1978)  and a l so noted the 
Congress i ona l v i ew that the l im i tat i on of l i ab i l i ty serves pr imar i ly as a dev i ce for fac i l i tat i ng  

further Congress i ona l rev i ew of  such a s i tuat ion , rather than as  an u l t imate bar  to  further re l i ef of 

the pUb l i c .  Thu s ,  any compar i son of potent i a l  damages to the pub l i c v i s-a-v i s  the current 

P r i ce-Anderson autho r i zed i ndemn i ty prov i des no usefu l dec i s i ona l i n format ion in add i t i on to the 

potent i a l  damage ca lcu lat ions  themse lves . 

3 . 6- 1  

Response:

Company Study Group,

Response:

Company Study Group,



The payment mechan i sm under the Act prov ides for c l a ims aga i nst any subcontractor , supp l i e r ,  

vendor ,  or  any person who may b e  l i a b l e ,  t o  b e  channe l ed through the p r i me  contractor t o  assure 

exped i t ious c la ims set t l ement . In the event of an extraord i nary nuc l ear occurrence ( a substant i a l  

d i spersa l caus i ng substant i a l  damage [ 1 0  C . F . R .  Part 840] ) ,  the wa i ver  o f  certa i n  norma l ly ex i st i ng 

defenses ava i l a b le to government contractors and others who may be l i ab l e ,  as requ i red i n  the Act , 
such as short statute of l im i tat i ons and the need for a c l a imant to show neg l i gence . prov i des the 

pub l i c w i th exten s i ve assurance that va l i d c la ims w i l l  be pa i d .  P r ice-Anderson i ndemn i t y  i s  a 
contractua l i ndemn i ty ,  wh i ch means that coverage i s  ava i l a b l e  only  i f  the nuc lear i nc ident ar i ses out 

of or in connect i on w i th  the act i v i t ies of DDE contractua l act i v i t ies . 

3 . 6-2 



4 . 1  DRAFT E I S  PRESENTATI ON 

Coment : 

4 . 0  NEED AND P URPOSE 

Statements were made concern ing the adequacy of the Draft Env i ronmenta l  Impact Statement ( E I S )  i n  
address i ng the purpose and need of the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion ( S I S )  P roject . I t  was stated that the need 

for more p l uton i um and the need for the S I S  P roject as presented in the Draft E I S  are i nadequate and the E I S  
must support the need for the S I S  P roject . I t  was further stated that the Draft E I S  i s  fata l ly f l awed because 

the need for the S I S  P roject is not just i f i ed and a new draft shou l d  be wr i tten . It was stated that the E I S  

shou l d  prov i de assurance that the S I S  Project i s  needed before t he state and l oca l comun i t ies  are put at 

r i sk .  Converse ly ,  it was noted that the need and purpose of the S I S  Project and the a l ternat i ves were c l ea r ,  
conc i se ,  and succ i nct as presented i n  the Draft E I S . 

I n  accordance w i t h  Counc i l  on Env i ronmenta l Qua l i ty ( CEQ )  regu l at ions ( 4 0  CFR 1 502 . 13 ) , the Draft E I S  
and the F i n a l  E I S  i n  Sect i on 1 present a br i ef statement of the need and under ly i ng purpose to wh i ch the U . S .  

Department of Energy ( DOE )  i s  respond i ng i n  propos i ng the S I S  P roject . The F i n a l  E I S  w i t h i n  th i s  same sect ion 
has been amp l i f ied to prov i de a c l earer background w ith  respect to the need for the S I S  Project . As ref l ected 

by many of the more spec i f i c  coments on the need for the S I S  P roject , there appeared to be a percept ion that 

the S I S  P roject was be i ng proposed e i ther because DOE wants to bu i ld more nuc l ear weapons or that more 
weapon-grade p l uton i um i s  requ i red for nat iona l defense . In br ief ,  the under ly i ng purpose for wh ich  DOE i s  

propos i ng the S I S  P roject i s  the need t o  ma i nta i n  a prudent l eve l of cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and 

techno l og i c a l  d i vers i ty to prov ide the on- l i ne capab i l i ty of respond ing  to ( 1 )  l im i tat i ons in its ex i st i ng 

product i on comp lex , wh ich  was constructed more than 30 years ago ; and ( 2 )  req u i rements ap�roved by the 

P res ident and Congress for weapon-grade p l uton i um that are beyond the capab i l i ty of the DOE product i on comp l ex 

for a per i od comenc ing i n  the m i d- 1990s . As d i scussed i n  Sect ions 1 . 1 . 1  and 2 . 5 . 2  of the Draft E I S  and the 

F i na l E I S ,  ex i st i ng fac i l i t i es w i t h i n  DOE ' s  product ion comp l ex have become l imi ted in the i r  capab i l i t i es . The 
Presi dent , through approva l of the Nuc l ear Weapons Stockp i l e Memorandum ( NWSM ) , and the Congress , as ref l ected 

by approved autho r i zat ions  and appropr iat ion s ,  have supported the need to ma i nta i n  the capab i l i ty of produc i ng 

weapon-grade p l uton i um through a techno l og ica l ly d i verse ( i . e . , nonreactor )  means . See the responses to 
coments i n  Sect ions 4 . 7  and 4 . 15 .  

4 . 1-1  

Response:





4 . 2  "AWASH I N "  PLUTON I UM STATEMENT 

4 . 2 . 1  Corrrnent : 

It was stated that we do not need the p l uton i um because the Secretary of Energy was quoted as 

say i ng that we are "awash i n  p l uton i um . "  

Energy Secretary Herr i ngton ' s  statement that we are "awash i n  p l uton i um" was made dur i ng budget 

del i berat i ons ear ly in 1988 and has been w i de ly quoted by the news med i a  and others . Secretary 

Herr i ngton ( i n l ater test imony before the U . S .  Senate Corrrn i ttee on Armed Serv i ces Subcorrrn i ttee on 
Strateg i c  Forces and Nuc lear Deterrence ,  March 3 1 ,  1988 ) character i zed h i s  ear l i er corrrnent as an 

"overstatement" .  M r .  Herr i ngton c l a r i f i ed the statement to mean that i n  the short term we have 

adequate supp l i es of p l uton i um ;  however ,  over the longer term (commenc i ng in the m i d- 1990s ) , we do not 

have assurance that our p l uton i um needs can be met . See the responses to corrrnents 3 . 4 and 2 . 1 2 . 3 .  

4 . 2 . 2  Corrrnent : 

I t  was stated that the need for the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion ( S I S )  Project was the most 

frequent concern ra i sed at the scop i ng hea r i ngs ,  and yet the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE )  on ly 
prov i ded a page and a ha lf  of d i scuss ion . Add i t iona l l y ,  i t  was noted that i n  l i ght of current 
p l uton i um supp l i es the DOE has reversed i tse l f  and now states that the S I S  Project i s  needed on ly as 

an i nsurance po l i cy . 

As  stated i n  response to  corrrnent 4 . 1 ,  Chapter 1 of  the Draft and  F i na l  Env i ronmenta l Impact 
Statement ( E I S )  i nc l udes a br i ef statement of the need and under l y i ng purpose for wh ich  DOE i s  

respond i ng i n  propos i ng the S I S  Project , i n  accordance w i th CEQ regu lat i ons ( 40 CFR 1502 . 13 ) . DOE has 

not reversed i tse l f  in i ts statement of the need and purpose of the S I S  Project . The proposed S I S  

Project has cons i stent ly  been supported by DOE on the bas i s  o f  the need t o  prov i de a prudent l eve l of 
con t i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty and techno log i ca l  d i vers i ty .  

4 . 2- 1  

Response:

Response:





4 . 3  AND TREAT I ES  

Conment : 

I t  was noted that the I ntermed i ate Nuc lear Force ( I NF )  Treaty w i l l  res u l t  i n  i ncreased p l uton i um be i ng ava i lab le  from ret i red weapons ,  and thus the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project 
i sn ' t  needed . Others commented that the Strateg i c  Arms Reduct i on Treaty ( START ) w i l l  resu l t  i n  two to 
three t imes more p l uton i um than i s  schedu led to be produced by the S I S  Project and w i l l  resu lt  i n  the 
ava i lab i l i ty of l arge q uant i t i es of p l uton i um ,  thus mak ing  the S I S  Project necessary . 

Wh i le arms reduct i on treat ies ,  name ly the recent ly  rat i f i ed I NF  treaty and potent i a l  future 
treat i es ,  such as START , can i ncrease the amount of weapon-grade p l uton i um for recyc l e ,  they do not const i t ute a source of add i t iona l weapon-grade mater i a l .  Con s i stent w i th norma l pract i ce ,  the requ i rements for new defense n uc l ear mater i a l s ,  as ref l ected by the Nuc l ear Weapon Stockp i l e  Memorandum ( NWSM ) , are de l i neated o n  an annua l bas i s ,  tak ing i nto account mater i a l s  wh ich  become ava i l ab le  from weapon ret i rements . The determ i nat ion of need for add i t iona l mater i a l , and thus the requ i rement for the S I S  Project , a l ready assume the ava i lab i l i ty of mater i a l s  from the I NF treaty.  In  
any case , as i s  d i scussed i n  Sect i on 1 of the F inal  E I S ,  such returns do not prov i de the requ i red con t i ngency, f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and techno l og i ca l d i vers i ty requ i red for assurance of mater i a l  secur i ty .  

4 . 3-1  

4.3 LEIDIMEAT46&_____

Convent.

It was noted that the Intermediate Nuclear Force (INF) Treaty will result in increasedplutonium being available from retired weapons, and thus the Special Isotope Separation (SIS) Projectisn't needed. Others commented that the Strategic Arms Reduction Treaty (START) will result in two to
three times more plutonium than is scheduled to be produced by the SIS Project and will result in theavailability of large quantities of plutonium, thus making the SIS Project necessary.

119.1011Et:

While arms reduction treaties, namely the recently ratified INF treaty and potential futuretreaties, such as START, can increase the amount of weapon-grade plutonium for recycle, they do notconstitute a source of additional weapon-grade material. Consistent with normal practice, therequirements for new defense nuclear materials, as reflected by the Nuclear Weapon StockpileMemorandum (NWSM), are delineated on an annual basis, taking into account materials which becomeavailable from weapon retirements. The determination of need for additional material, and thus therequirement for the SIS Project, already assume the availability of materials from the INF treaty. In
any case, as is discussed in Section 1 of the Final EIS, such returns do not provide the requiredcontingency, flexibility, and technological diversity required for assurance of material security.

4.3-1





4 . 4  ALTERNAT I VES 

4 . 4 . 1  Corrrnent : 

It was stated that enri ched uran i um cou ld be used i n  weapons i n stead of p l uton i um .  

H igh ly  enr i ched uran i um can  be  and i s  used i n  weapons .  However , many modern weapon des igns 
requ i re an assured source of weapon-grade p l uton i um and do not perm i t  the use of uran i um as a 

subst i tute . 

4 . 4 . 2  Corrrnent : 

I t  was ma i nta i ned that the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) contrad i cts i t se l f  by stat i ng that 

we have more p l uton i um than needed , wh i le the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  c la ims there 

are a lternat i ve ways , such as b l end i ng ,  to produce p l uton i um needed for nat iona l secur i ty .  I t  was 

a l so stated that there are l ess expen s i ve ways to produce weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  and that the nuc l ear 
weapons stockp i l e has actua l ly decreased 3 percent i n  the l ast f ive years ; therefore , the Spec i a l  

I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project i s  not needed . 

See the response to corrrnent 4 . 2 . 1  for d i scuss ion of the remark by Energy Secretary Her r i ngton , 

wh ich  i s  presumab ly the reference or bas i s  upon which statements were made att r i but i ng to DOE an 
assert ion that i t  a l ready has more p l uton i um than needed . 

Wh i le Sect ion 2 . 5 . 2  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  i dent i fy severa l a l ternat i ve ways of 

produc i ng p l uton i um ,  Sect ion 2 . 5 . 2  a l so d i scusses why none of the a l ternat i ves presented e ither 
separate ly  or in comb i nat ion is cons i dered a reasonab l e  a l ternat i ve to the S I S  P roject i n  accordance 

w i th Counc i l  on Env i ronmenta l Qua l i ty (CEQ )  regu lat ions [40 CFR 1502 . 14 ( b ) ] . DOE cons iders the S I S  
Project t o  b e  a cost-effect i ve means t o  prov i de weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  wh i le meet i ng the object i ves 

of cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l ity , and techno l og ica l d i vers ity . See a l so response to corrrnent 4 . 1 2 .  

B lend ing of fuel -grade p l uton i um w i th p l uton i um of h igher-than-weapon-grade pur i ty does not meet the 

same object i ves as represented by the S I S  Project , i n  that : ( 1 )  i t  i s  ent i re ly dependent on the 

ex i s t i ng reactors at the SRP wh ich  were constructed i n  the ear ly 1950s ( i . e . , cont i ngency and 

techno log i ca l d i vers i ty ) ; and ( 2 )  b lend ing does not prov i de suff i c i ent f l ex i b i l i ty ,  because the same 

reactors at the SRP which  wou l d  be used to prov ide the p l uton i um of h i gher-than-weapon-grade pur i ty 

must a l so be used to produce t r i t i um on a h i gher pr ior i ty bas i s .  I ncreases or decreases i n  the 

nuc l ear  weapons stockp i l e are beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  However , as noted i n  the response to 

corrrnent 4 . 3 ,  weapon ret i rements from treat ies  are a l ready assumed i n  mater i a l  requ i rements . Th i s  

app l i es t o  other ret i rements a s  we l l .  

4 . 4 . 3  Corrrnent : 

I t  was stated that more eff i c i ent management of the p i pe l i ne ( the produc t i on system ) wou l d  

lowe r  the requ i rements for p l uton i um .  

The  ex i st i ng DOE produc t i on comp l ex i s  be i ng upgraded to  take fu l l  advantage of  modern 

techn iques deve l oped for mate r i a l s  process i n g .  See the response t o  corrrnent 4 . 4 . 7 .  
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4 . 4 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was stated that not enough emphas i s  was p l aced on nonreactor sources of p l uton i um and that 

more rea l i st ic project ions of future p l uton i um requ i rements , more rat i ona l  schedu les for dep l oyment 

and ret i rements , and more eff i c i ent p l uton i um proces s i ng requ i rements wou ld a l l ow the U . S .  to forgo 

a lmost a l l  p l uton i um product i on ,  i nc l ud i ng construct i ng the S I S  Fac i l i ty .  

Sect ions 1 a nd  2 . 5 . 2  of  the F i na l  E I S  d i scuss a l ternat i ve sources of  weapon-grade p l uton i um 

such as ret i rements and scrap recovery and the rat iona le  as to why none of the a lternat i ves was 

con s i dered to be a reasonab le  a l ternat i ve to the S I S  Project , as requ i red by CEQ regu lat i ons [ ( 40 CFR 
1502 . 14 ( b ) ] . A l l sources of p l uton i um are ent i re ly deri ved from the operat ion of a reactor ,  and i n  

th i s  sense there i s  n o  non reactor source o f  p l uton i um .  W i th respect to weapon-grade p l uton i um ( i . e . , 

p l uton i um wh ich  meets spec i f i c i sotop i c  character i st ics ) , non reactor sources of weapon-grade p l uton i um 
can on ly  i nc l ude e i ther ex i st i ng weapon-grade p l uton i um and that wh ich  may be der i ved by upgrad i ng 

ex i st i ng p l uton i um to weapon-grade spec i f i cat i on . The i sotop i c  separat i on of p l uton i um as represented 
by the S I S  Project i s  the on ly known non reactor means of upgrad i ng ex i s t i ng p l uton i um to weapon-grade 

spec i f icat i on .  The S I S  Project i n  i ts use of ex i st i ng p l uton i um represents an eff i c i ent means of 
p l uton i um process i n g .  

The S I S  Project , as stated i n  the Draft E I S and the F i na l  E I S ,  i s  requ i red t o  prov ide a prudent 

l evel  of con t i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and technolog i ca l d i vers i ty in DOE ' s  product i on comp lex for the 

product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um .  Nonreactor sources of p l uton i um in the context of ex i st ing  

weapon-grade p l uton i um--whether i n  ex i st i ng weapons or that wh ich may be  prov i ded from the schedu l i ng 

of ret i rements of weapons--are not a reasonab le  a lternat i ve to the S I S  P roject or to p l uton i um 

product i on i n  genera l because the i r  ava i lab i l i ty was f u l ly taken i nto account i n  determ i n ing  the 

c r i te r i a  for p l uton i um product ion d i scussed i n  Sect i on 1 of the F i n a l  E I S .  

The Nuc l ear Weapon Stockp i l e Memorandum ( NWSM ) takes i nto account weapon-grade p l uton i um that 

is der i ved from weapon ret i rements , schedu l ed as we l l  as from arms agreements and bac k l og scrap 
recovery , in i ts determ i nat i on of the quant i t i es of weapon-grade p l uton i um that may be requ i red . I n  

add i t i on t o  weapon ret i rement s ,  the NWSM a l so takes i nto account i n  i ts annua l approva l cyc l e  changes 
resu l t i ng from Congress i ona l act i on on modern i zat ion programs recommended by the Department of 

Defense . The NWSM accurate ly ref lects future p l uton i um requ i rements as approved by the P res ident , but 

is subject to mod i f i cat ion dependent on Congress i ona l act ions . 

4 . 4 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that too much emphas i s  i s  p l aced on non reactor product i on ,  and that severa l 

reactors cou ld produce p l uton i um .  I t  was a l so stated that the S I S  Project i s  needed because scrap 

process i ng fac i l i t i es and reactor fac i l i t i es are o l d  and w i l l  need exten s i ve upgrad i ng or rep lacement . 

As d i scussed i n  response to comment 4 . 4 . 4 ,  DOE has not p laced an undue empha s i s  on non reactor 

product i on .  Such reactor- i ndependent capab i l i ty is requ i red as presented in Sect i on 1 of the F i na l  
E I S .  The N-Reactor a t  the Hanford S i te has produced p l uton i um but currently  i s  i n  co ld standby 

cond i t i on .  It has a l im i ted serv ice l i fe that is governed by d i stort i on of the graph i te moderator . 

DOE i s  current ly  asses s i ng the feas i b i l i ty of mod i fy i ng the N-Reactor for potent i a l  product i on of 
t r i t i um wh ich  may at some po i nt make the reactor unava i l ab l e  as a p l uton i um source . I t  i s  not a 

subst i tute for the 30 years of cont i ngency afforded by S I S .  Reactor product i on fac i l i t i es are over 30 
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years o l d  and are not a prudent source of p l uton i um .  Scrap recovery fac i l i t i es are out s i de of the 

scope of the E I S  s i nce scrap recovery had a l ready been accounted for fu l ly in demand assumpt i ons i n  

the NWSM . As d i scussed i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1 of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  product i on of 

weapon-grade p l uton i um or p l uton i um of h i gher than weapon-grade for use i n  b l end i ng by ex i st i ng SRP 

DOE product i on reactors i s  a l so l im i ted , even though the reactors have the capab i l i ty of produc i ng 

p l uton i um .  The ex i s t i ng operat i ng product i on reactors at the SRP were constructed i n  the early 

1950s . L im i tat i ons on the i r  product i on capab i l i ty i nc l ude ( 1 )  operat i ng constra i nts that have been 

p l aced on the ex i s t i ng reactors due to safety concerns ; and ( 2 )  the h i gher pr i or i ty need for the 

product i on of t r i t i um .  

Scrap process i ng a l so i s  conducted most ly i n  ag ing fac i l i t i es .  P l uton i um recovery from scrap 

process i ng has been and w i l l  con t i nue to be a major source back log of weapon-grade p l uton i um .  

However , as noted i n  t h e  response to comment 4 . 4 . 7 ,  the quant i ty o f  scrap t o  b e  recovered i s  l im i ted 

and it w i l l  l arge ly  have been recovered by the t ime the S I S  Project i s  started up . Acce l erat i on of 

the rate of p l uton i um recovery from scrap is be i ng pursued in ex i st i ng fac i l i t ies  and fut ure 

project i ons of mater i a l  need a l ready take th i s  i nto account . DOE has been deve l op i ng p lans for two 

new product i on reactors a imed at meet i ng future t r i t i um needs ; however , these w i l l  not be ava i l a b l e  

unt i l after the year 2000 . t h e  S I S  Project , a s  a cont i ngency , i s  needed t o  prov i de t h e  necessary 

re l i ab i l i ty to the p l uton i um supp ly for its  3D-year des i gn l i fe and regard l ess of t r i t i um demands 

p l aced on reactors . See the response to comment 5 . 2 . 6  on the impact of the nO-J :t i on a lternat i ve .  

4 . 4 . 6  Corrrnent : 

I t  was stated that a g lut  of p l uton i um cou ld be obta i ned at the end of the 1990s by recyc l i ng 
obso l et e ,  ret i red weapons , by scrap process i ng ,  and from Savannah R i ver reactors . 

Weapon ret i rements and  scrap proces s i ng have been and  w i l l  cont i nue to be two major sources of 

p l uton i um for weapons manufacture . Future p l uton i um ava i l ab i l i ty from the Savannah R iver P l ant ( SRP ) 

product i on reactors i s  very uncerta i n .  See the responses to comments 4 . 4 . 7  ( scrap recovery) , 5 . 2 . 14 ,  

and 5 . 2 . 1 5 ( a l ternat i ve sources of p l uton i um) . 

4 . 4 . 7  Corrrnent : 

I t  was stated that a l arge back l og of scrap or res i due mater i a l  i s  ava i l a b l e  that cou l d  be 

processed to supp ly  the needed p l uton i um .  For examp l e ,  a scrap back l og twice the current amount 

schedu l ed to be processed in S I S  fac i l i t ies is ava i l a b l e  and accelerated scrap process i ng is p lanned .  

Scrap process i ng has  been and  w i l l  con t i nue to be  one of  the  major sources of  weapon-grade 
p l uton i um .  DOE has i n i t i ated a program t o  i ncrease the rate a t  wh i ch p l uton i um scrap can be 

processed . DOE p lans to recover the p l uton i um from a l l  weapon-grade scrap , but some of the mater i a l  

i s  d i f f i c u l t  t o  process and corresponding rates of recovery are relat ive ly  l ow .  Accelerated scrap 

process i ng i s  not an acceptab l e  a lternat ive to the S I S  Project in that the read i ly access i b l e  back l og 

shou l d  be exhausted between now and the beg i nn i ng of S I S  operat ions and i n  that i t  i s  not a 

reactor- i ndependent source ; rather i t  has a l ready been fu l ly accounted for i n  the determi nat i on of 

need for add i t i ona l weapon-grade p l uton i um .  The d i ff i cu lt-to-recover mater i a l  represents on ly a sma l l  

fract i on of the scrap i nventory and , therefore , even when or i f  i t  i s  processed i t  cou l d  not prov i de 

the same l eve l of con t i ngency, f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and techno l og ica l  d i vers ity ,  as the S I S .  Spec i f i c  

i nformat i on o n  stockp i les and S I S  product i on capab i l i t ies i s  c lass i f i e d .  
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4 . 5  EXISTING CAPAB I L I T I ES 

Conrnent : 

It was noted that just i f i cat ion for the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project i nc l udes more 

than meet i ng mater i a l s  requ i rements , i n  that the S I S  Project prov i des the lead i ng edge of techno l ogy , 

supp l ements the serv i ce l i fe of reactors , f i l l s a gap i n  defense needs , and prov i des a re l i ab l e  source 

of p l uton i um .  

Wh i le the S I S  Project i s  on the l ead i ng edge of techno l ogy , f i l l s a gap i n  defense needs , and 

can prov i de a re l i ab l e  source of weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  the usefu l l i fe of the ex i s t i ng product i on 

reactors cannot be supp l emented by the S I S  Project . Howeve r ,  the S I S  P roject w i l l  supp l ement reactor 
product i on in that it w i l l  process mater i a l  not current ly s u i tab le  for weapons product i on use . I t  i s  

important t o  not e ,  however ,  that the S I S  P roject i s  not be i ng proposed t o  meet spec i f i c  mater i a l s  

requ i rements . Rather i t  i s  t o  prov i de a prudent leve l o f  con t i ngency,  f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and techno log i ca l  

d i vers i ty i n  the product ion comp lex . See a l so responses to comments i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 5 .  
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4 . 6  N-REACTOR STARTS AND RESTARTS 

� : 

I t  was stated that the N-Reactor was shut down for safety reasons and because p l uton i um was not 

needed , even though workers were assured there was a con t i nued need for p l uton i um ;  the Draft 

Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  d i d  not show a rea l need for p l uton i um ,  and therefore the Spec i a l  

I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  P roject i s  not needed . I t  was a l so noted that there are n o  easy so l ut i ons to 

the p l uton i um supp ly  prob l em and that the same opponents of the S I S  P roject sued for N-Reactor 

shutdown . 

The N-Reactor was p laced i n  co ld-standby status because of the adequate near-term ava i l ab i l i ty 

of weapon-grade p l uton i um and because of budget cons i derat i ons . See the response to cOJl1T1ent 5 . 2 . 1 4 

regard i ng the N-Reactor as an a l ternat i ve to the S I S  P roject . Construct i on and operat ion of the S I S  

Pro ject wou l d  prov i de a n  assured cont i ngent capab i l i ty beg i nn i ng i n  the m i d- 1990s to produce 

weapon-grade p luton i um .  A l though current needs for weapon-grade p l uton i um d o  not requ i re the S I S  

P roject t o  produce weapon-grade p l uton i um i n  the near term, construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  
P roject are essen t i a l  t o  ensur i ng that DOE has the on l i ne capab i l i ty of respond i ng to : ( 1 )  

l im i tat i ons i n  i ts ex i s t i ng product i on comp l ex ,  wh i ch was constructed more than 30 years ago ; and ( 2 )  

requ i rements approved by the Pres i dent and Congress for weapon-grade p l uton i um that may be Beyond the 

capab i l i ty of the DOE product i on comp l ex in the m i d- 1990s . Chapter 1 of the Draft and F i n a l  E I S  was 

prepared pursuant to CEQ regu l at i ons , wh i ch requ i re a br ief  statement of the unde r l y i ng purpose and 

need to wh i ch  the agency is respon d i ng in propos i ng the proposed act i on and a l ternat ive  (40 CFR 

1502 . 13 ) . For add i t i ona l i nformat ion on defense needs , p l ease refer to the responses to cOJl1T1ents 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 . 14 ,  and 4 . 6 .  L i t igat i on i nvo l v i ng the N-Reactor i s  beyond the scope of t h i s  Nat i on a l  

Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( NEPA)  proces s .  
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4 . 7  

4 . 7 . 1  Comment :  

Support was noted concern i ng the need for redundancy, f l ex i b i l i ty and techno l og ic a l  d i vers i ty 

i n  the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE )  product ion comp l ex wh ich wou l d  be prov ided by the Spec i a l  

I sotope Separat ion ( S I S )  Project . Converse l y ,  i t  was a l so stated that the need for redundancy , 

f l ex i b i l ity ,  and techno l og ical  d i vers i ty was too vague and d i d  not just i fy the S I S  Project . I t  was 

requested that the E I S  shou l d  def i ne t h i s  term i no logy and prov ide supp l emental  informat ion .  

Sect ion 1 . 1 . 1  of the F i na l  Env i ronmental  Impact Statement ( E I S )  has been expanded to amp l i fy 
the d i scuss ion on the need for the S I S  Project as a cont i ngent source of weapon-grade p l uton i um w i th 

respect to redundancy , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and techno log i ca l  d i vers i ty .  

Con t i ngent capac ity ,  or con t i ngency , i s  product ion capac i ty wh ich  i s  i n  p lace but  not 

spec i f i ca l ly requ i red by known product ion needs in order to respond to uncerta i n  events such as the 

shutdown of other fac i l i t i es . Techno l og i ca l  d ivers i ty is the prov i s ion of a var i ety of techno log i ca l 
approaches to a s i tuat ion to i ncrease the l i ke l i hood of a sat i sfactory so l ut i on . One techno logy may 

be prec l uded , but if others are read i ly ava i l ab l e ,  the req u i rement may st i l l  be fu l f i l led . 

F lex i b i l i ty i s  adaptab i l i ty to chang i ng c i rcumstances such as i ncreases i n  approved product ion 

requ i rements or d i vers ion of fac i l i t i es to other m i ss i ons . Redundancy i s  poss i b l e  i n  a l l  of these 

concepts , mean i ng in excess of known requ i rements .  I t  i s  requ i red to protect aga inst  unacceptab l e  

l oss o f  capab i l i ty i n  the future . 

4 . 7 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the S I S  Project i s  cost effect i ve and wou l d  prov ide needed f l ex i b i l i ty to the 

product ion comp l ex .  Converse l y ,  i t  was a l so stated that we don ' t  need f l ex i b i l i ty i n  produc ing a 
dead ly  tox i n .  

F lex i b i l i ty i n  the DOE product ion comp l ex for nuc l ear defense mater i a l s  i s  essent i a l  to 

ensu r i ng that compet i ng demands for both t r i t i um and p l uton i um can be met . As d i scussed in Sect ion 

1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  current ly  both t r i t i um product ion and new p l uton i um 

product i on ,  i nc l ud i ng b lend i ng ,  are ent i re l y  dependent on the exist i ng operat i ng reactors at the 

Savannah R i ver P l ant ( SR P )  that were constructed i n  the ear ly  1950s . Even w i th new reactors i n  p l ace , 

f lexi b i l i ty to respond to chang i ng mater i a l  product ion requ i rements i s  necessary . A l s o ,  see the 

response to comment 5 . 24 . 27  for i nformat ion on the hand l i ng of p l uton i um .  

4 . 7 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that redundancy i n  product ion cannot be just i f i ed and i s  a waste of taxpayers ' 
money . I t  was a l so stated that the current p l uton i um i nventory and needs must be documented i n  the 

E I S .  

The need for redundancy w i t h i n  the DOE nuc lear defense mater i a l s  product ion comp l ex i s  
exemp l i f i ed by the impos i t i on o f  a reduct i on i n  the power operat i ng l eve l s  o f  t h e  SRP reactors to 
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ensure the cont i nued safety of the i r  operat ion . Redundancy i s  essent i a l  to ensu r i ng that the approved 

needs for weapon-grade p l uton i um are met w i thout be i ng s i ngu lar ly  re l i ant on such fac i l i t ies . The 

current age of the ex ist i ng opera t i ona l product i on reactors , upon wh ich  the ex i st i ng DOE product i on 

comp lex i s  s i ngu l a r ly dependent , further requ i res that a prudent level  of cont i ngent and 

techno log i ca l ly d i verse product ion capab i l i ty be i n i t i ated now so that it is ava i lab l e  in the future 
to meet approved req u i rements for nuc lear defense mater i a l s .  

A l ternate a l locat ions of the Federa l budget are not i n  the scope of t h i s  E I S .  The i nventory 

and quant i tat i ve requ i rements for weapon-grade p l uton i um are c lass i f i ed and are not d i rect ly i nvo l ved 

in the just i f icat ion for the S I S  P roject ; therefore , they are not i nc l uded in t h i s  F i na l E I S  nor has a 

c l ass i f i ed append i x  been prepared . A l so see responses to comments 4 . 6 , 4 . 7 . 1 ,  and 5 . 2 . 6  and Sect i on 1 

of the F i n a l  E I S .  

4 . 7 . 4  � : 

I t  was stated that redundancy cou l d  be prov i ded by N-Reactor , us i ng S I S  deve lopment fac i l i t ies  

at  Lawrence L i vermore Nat i ona l Laboratory ( L L N L )  or us i ng fue l -grade p l uton i um i n  i t s  present form 
d i rect l y  i n  weapons ,  and thus DOE a l ready has p l uton i um product ion f lex i b i l i ty/ redundancy . 

As stated i n  Sect i on 2 . 5 . 2  of the E I S ,  product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um i n  the N-Reactor 

does not prov i de suff i c i ent techno log ica l d i vers i ty .  Further ,  the usef u l  serv i ce l i fe of N-Reactor i s  

l im ited b y  the d i stort i on o f  i t s  graph i te  moderator .  

The  S IS Fac i l i ty at  LLNL has  been des i gned to  demonstrate the ALV I S  techno logy and  system 
capab i l i t i es .  See the response to comment 5 . 2 . 13 on the unsu i tab i l i ty of us i ng LLNL  fac i l i ty  for 
product i on .  

The ut i l i zat i on of fue l -grade p l uton i um d i rect ly i n  weapons i s  not w i t h i n  the scope of t h i s  
E I S ;  furthermore , i t  shou l d  b e  noted that the ut i l i zat i on o f  such mate r i a l s  i s  d i rect ly contrary to 

approved weapon modern i zat ion programs . 
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4 . 8  RAP I D  I N  CAPABI L I TY 

4 . 8 . 1 Comment : 

It was stated there was no need to rap i d l y  produce p l uton i um i n  peacet ime , and that no de l i very 

systems are or wou ld  be ava i l ab le  for the weapons u s i ng the p l uton i um .  It was a l so stated that the 
ab i l i ty to rap i d l y  i ncrease p l uton i um product i on i s  of no va lue i f  a nuc l ear war i s  i mm i nent or has 

actua l ly begun . 

The need to produce weapon-grade p l uton i um i s  determ i ned by the Pres i dent through the approva l 
of the Nuc l ear Weapons Stockp i le Memorandum ( NWSM) and the subsequent approva l of author i zat i ons and 

appropr i at ions by Congress . These processes take i nto account the need for weapon-grade p l uton i um 

w i th the appropr iate weapon or de l i very systems that wou ld  be dep loyed . Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  of the F i na l  
Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  has been c l a r i f i ed t o  show that the f l ex i b i l i ty  ava i l ab l e  because 

of the modu l a r i ty of Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  techno logy is not d i rect ly cons i dered in t he 

m i s s i on covered by th i s  F i na l E I S .  Rather , i t  i s  the f l ex i b i l i ty i n  fac i l i ty usage around the defense 

comp l ex wh ich requ i res enhancement .  The S I S  Project wou l d  prov ide the needed f l ex i b i l i ty .  

The need t o  produce p l uton i um rap i d ly i n  peacet ime wou ld be determ i ned b y  t he Pres i dent and 

Congress . Cons i derat i on of such a need or the need for weapon-grade p l uton i um i n  the event of an 

i mm i nent nucl ear war is outs i de t he scope of th i s  E I S .  

4 . 8 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated that to prov ide  "spr i nt/surge" capac i ty ,  the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  have to access 

c i v i l i an  spent fuel when the DOE-owned fuel -grade p l uton i um runs out in the ear ly 2000s . 

There i s  suff i c i ent DOE-owned fue l -grade p l uton i um for the S I S  P roject to prov i de 

"spr i nt/surge" capac ity .  See  the  response to comment 4 . 8 . 1  regard i ng the S I S  P roject ' s  capab i l i ty to 

be more read i ly expanded . DOE does not i ntend to process c i v i l i an  spent fuel  prec l uded by l aw at the 

S I S  Project . See the response to comment 5 . 26 . 2  regard i ng the i l l ega l i ty of u s i ng such commerc i a l  

spent fue l . D i scuss ion of need for spec i f ic quant i t i es o f  p l uton i um i s  not re l evant t o  the proposed 

act ion to construct and operate the S I S ,  and i s  t herefore outs i de t he scope of the E I S .  
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4 . 9  DETERM I NAT ION O F  NEED 

4 . 9 . 1  Comment : 

It was noted that the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project does not represent a nat iona l 

need but i s  a part of the DOE and Pentagon w i sh l i st . 

The U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) and the Department of Defense both prov i de i nput to the 

Pres i dent through the Nat iona l Secur i ty Counc i l  i n  the deve l opment of the Nuc lear Weapons Stockp i l e 

Memorandum ( NWSM ) .  The approva l by the Pres i dent and of the NWSM and the subsequent congress i ona l 

approva l of author i zat ions and approp r i at i ons const i tute the lega l d i rect ion for DOE to prov i de the 

approved nuc lear defense mater i a l s .  Because the recommendat i ons of DOE and the Department of Defense , 

and more spec i f i ca l ly the recommendat ions regard i ng the S I S  Project , have been approved through the 

process i dent i f i ed above , it is i nappropr iate to character i ze the S I S  Project as be i ng part of a " w i sh  

l i st"  w i t hout need . 

4 . 9 . 2  Comment : 

It was stated that need and locat ion of the S I S  Project have not been just i f i ed and shou ld be 

addressed by Congress before proceed ing w i th  the project . 

A dec i s i on on whether to proceed w i th  the S I S  Project , and i t s  l ocat ion i f  a determ i nat ion i s  

made to construct and operate the project , w i l l  be conta i ned i n  a pub l i c ly ava i lab le  Record of 

Dec i s ion of t h i s  F i na l  Env i ronmenta l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) . 

W i th respect to the need for the S I S  Project , i t s  need and just if icat i on have been extens i ve ly 
cons i dered by the current adm i n i strat ion and Congress . I n  add i t ion to br ief i ngs of members of 

Congress and the i r  staffs , there have been severa l forma l congress iona l hea r i ngs t h i s  year before the 

Senate and House Armed Serv ices Commi ttees . W i t h i n  t h i s  year , DOE personne l ( e . g . , John S .  

Herr i ngton , Secretary , Department of Energy , and Troy E .  Wade I I ,  Act i ng Ass i stant Secretary for 
Defense Programs , Department of Energy ) have presented test imony regard ing  the need for the S I S  

Project . I n  add i t i on ,  the document , to on the 

March 2 1 ,  1988 , was prov i ded to the House Comm i ttees on both Armed Serv i ces and 
Appropr i at i ons . An add i t iona l report w i l l  be prov ided i n  March 1989 . Congress ,  therefore , is deep ly 

i nvo l ved in  the process . The dec i s ion of locat i on of the SIS  Project has been l eft to DOE . 

Congress iona l support for the project i s  ev i denced by con t i nued fun d i ng appropr i at i ons . See the 

responses to comments 2 . 1 2 . 5  ( l ocat ion of S I S )  and 3 . 4  ( need ) for add i t i on a l  i nforma t i on . 

4 . 9 . 3  Comment : 

It was noted that a se l f-dec lared need by the Federa l  government i s  not j ust i f icat ion , and pro

v i d i ng more p l uton i um for weapons leads to more destruct ion of peop l e  and the env i ronment . 

As i dent i f i ed i n  the response to comment 4 . 9 . 1 ,  the i dent i f i cat ion of the need for the S I S  

Proj ect i s  not a se l f-dec l ared need by DOE or a n  agency o f  the Federa l government . The response to 
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comment 4 . 9 . 2  a l so b r i ef ly d i scusses the efforts of DDE to i nform Congress of the need for the 

project . Any d i scus s i on of the nat i ona l po l i cy on nuc lear weapons , the i r  dep l oyment , and the need for 

weapons i s  beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

4 . 9 . 4  Comment : 

Support was expressed for the S I S  P roject . I t  was stated that the Pres i dent , Congress . the 
Department of Energy , the Department of Defense , the Nat iona l Secur ity Counc i l ,  and severa l Senate and 
House Commi ttees support the S I S  Project , and that the e l ected off i c i a l s  shou ld be trusted to 

determ ine  if the S I S  Project is needed . It was converse ly  stated that Congress and the Wh ite  House do 

not support or advocate the need for the S I S  Project or p l uton i um ,  and that the major i ty of Congress 

is unaware of the S I S  Project and oppos i t ion thereto . 

Support by the Adm i n i strat i on and the Congress i s  ev i denced by the l anguage i n  the f i sca l year 

1988 Energy and Water Deve l opment Appropr iat i ons b i l l .  The b i l l  i n c l uded an add i t iona l 40 mi l l i on 

do l lars above the P res i dent ' s  request to support the dep loyment of the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on 
techno l ogy , wh i ch  i s  needed to meet nat i on a l  secur i ty requ i rements . Cont i nued fun d i ng was granted for 

f i sca l year 1989 for both deve lopment and construct ion act i v i t i e s .  w i th  the prov i s ion that a report be 
prov i ded to Congress by March 1 .  1 989 . The report w i l l  address such top i cs  as read i ness of the 
techno l ogy and feedstock i nformat ion .  See the response to comment 4 . 9 . 2  for add i t i ona l i nformat i on on 
congress iona l eva l uat ions of the S I S  P roject . 

4 . 9 . 5  Comment :  

Concern was expressed that Senator Mark Hatf i e ld has stated that we have a p l uton i um reserve 
and that the p l uton i um requ i rements of a modern i zed nuc lear weapons arsena l can be met largely through 

ret i rement and d i smant lement of weapons .  

The ma i n  thrust of Senator Hatf i e l d ' s  paper ,  "The P l uton i um Cush i on , "  was to show that the 

N-Reactor at Hanford cou ld be p l aced i n  co l d  standby because there were other sources of p l uton i um i n  

add i t i on t o  weapon ret i rements . These a re :  ( 1 )  b lend i ng u s i ng the Savannah R i ver P lant ( SRP )  

reactors , ( 2 )  product i on enhancements to  i ncrease SRP  reactor output , ( 3 )  process i ng of  scrap , 

( 4 )  S I S ,  and ( 5 ) New Product ion Reactor ( NPR ) . Tr i t i um product ion i s  the p r i o r i ty mode for the ag i ng 

SRP reactors , and p l uton i um product ion i s  h i gh l y  uncerta i n .  The importance of the S I S  Project for 

cont i ngency p l uton i um process i ng capab i l i ty appears to be greater now than when Senator Hatf i e l d  

i ssued h i s  pape r .  The recovery and recyc l i ng o f  ex i st i ng weapon-grade p l uton i um from ret i red weapons 

and from the enhanced back log scrap recovery w i l l  a l so cont i nue i rrespect i ve of whether the S I S  

Project i s  constructed and operated ( see response t o  comment 4 . 4 . 7 ) . Ne ither o f  these sources prov i de 

the necessary cont i ngency, f l ex i b i l i ty and techno log i c a l  d i vers i ty the S I S  Project wou ld for the 

product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um .  See Sect ion 2 . 5 . 2  of the F i na l  E I S  for more deta i l s .  

4 . 9 . 6  Comment :  

I t  was stated that budget i ng documents overstate p l uton i um requ i rements . 

A l though the reference to "budget ing documents" i s  vague , presumab ly  the reference i s  to the 

adm i n i strat i on ' s  budge t ,  wh i ch is subm i tted to Congress and wh ich ref l ects the input of each of the 

4 . 9-2  
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Federa l agenc i es ,  i nc l ud i ng DOE . The adm i n i strat i on ' s  budget ref l ects the current ly  approved 
NWSM--wh i c h  conta ins  the requ i rements  for p l uton i um--that has been approved by the Pres i dent . As w i th 

a l l adm i n i strat i on budgets , the Congress through i ts author i za t i on and approp r i at i on process may take 

except i on to or mod i fy the adm i n i strat i on ' s  budget recommendat ions . 

4 . 9-3 





4 . 10 I NFORMAT I ON 

4 . 10 . 1 Conment :  

I t  was stated that the Nuc lear Weapons Stockp i le Memorandum ( NWSM) i s  not usefu l for 

est imat i ng p l uton i um requ i rements because Senator Mark Hatf i e l d  from Oregon states that the NWSM has 

a lways overest imated how much p l uton i um is needed . 

The U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE )  and the Department of Defense both prov ide i nput to the 

Pres ident through the Nat i ona l Secur i ty Counc i l  in the deve lopment of the NWSM . The approva l by the 
Pres i dent and of the NWSM and the subsequent congress iona l approva l of author i zat i ons and 

appropr iat ions const i tute the l egal  d i rect ion for DOE to prov i de the approved nuc l ea r  defense 
mater i a l s .  See the response t o  conment 4 . 9 . 5  regard i ng the statement o f  Senator Mark Hatf i e l d .  

D i sagreements between the admi n i strat ion and Congress w i t h  respect t o  nat ional  secur i ty i ssues are not 

ref l ect i ve of the accuracy of the NWSM as approved by the P res ident and are beyond the scope of th i s  

Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . 

4 . 10 . 2  Comment : 

It was stated that s i nce the need for p l uton i um was not estab l i shed except by referenc i ng 

c lass i f ied documents , the pub l i c  cannot j udge whether the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project i s  

needed or not . 

The Draft E I S  d i d  not reference c lass i f i ed documents i n  its  d i scuss i on of the need for the S I S  
Project . The so l e  d i scus s i on of a c lass i f i ed document ( i . e . , the NWSM)  conta i ned i n  Chapter 1 of the 

Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  was i ntended to prov i de the reader with an understand i ng of the process 
whereby the requ i rements for weapon-grade p l uton i um are der i ved . The cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and 
techno log i ca l  d i vers i ty in the product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um are not based on any i dent i f ied 

quant i t i es of weapon-grade p l uton i um that are conta i ned in the NWSM . In Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft 

E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  the need to prov ide a prudent level  of cont i ngency and f l ex i b i l i ty i s  

spec i f i ca l ly d i scussed w i t h  respect t o  the status and constra i nts o n  ex i st i ng DOE produc t i on 

fac i 1 i t ies . 

4 .  1 0 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the NWSM need for the S I S  Project i s  acceptab l e  and the product ion of 

"c l ean" rather than "d i rty" weapons i s  preferred . 

The process i ng of p l uton i um to reduce rad iat ion exposures to weapon personne l i s  a potent i a l  
m i ss ion for the S I S  Project ; however , DOE has ne i ther forma l ly proposed the use o f  the S I S  Project for 

th i s  m i ss ion nor d i rected the undertak i ng of deta i l ed techn i ca l  feas i b i l i ty stud i es to assess the 

capab i l i ty of the proposed S I S  P roject to undertake t h i s  m i ss i on .  See the response to comment 4 . 10 . 2  

regard i ng the NWSM . I f  the comments were meant to refer to the "c l ean" o r  "d i rty" effects of a 

nuc l ear weapon detonat i on ,  th i s  i s  beyond the scope of th i s  E I S .  
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4 . 1 0 . 4  Comment : 

amount . 
needed . 

It was stated that the actua l need for p l uton i um i n  the future w i l l  be less  than the forecast 

It  was a l so noted that ne i ther our opponents nor we can accurate ly  pred ict  what w i l l  be 

That the need for p l uton i um i n  the future w i l l  be more or less  than the forecast amount i s  

uncerta i n .  Many factors are con s i dered i n  the determ i nat ion of the need for weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  
the most important o f  w h i c h  i s  the agreement o f  the adm i n i strat ion and Congress  o n  t h e  s i ze and 

compos i t i on of the nuc lear deterrent force . Agreement on th i s  does i n  fact a l l ow an accurate 

est imat ion  of the amount of nuc lear defense mater i a l s  that are req u i red to support the nuc lear 

deterrent force . 

4 . 1 0 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the DOE determ i nesthe need for S I S  operat ions and has a vested i nterest i n  

bu i ld i ng the S I S  Project . I t  was a l so stated that DOE cannot be trusted to determ ine  t he need based 

on i nformat ion i n  c lass i f i ed documents , and that there i s  no market mechan i sm to determ i n e  the need 

and no impart i a l  rev i ew .  

A s  exp la i ned i n  the response t o  comment 4 . 9 . 1 ,  DOE does not i ndependent ly  dec ide the need 

( i . e . ,  p l uton i um) , nor does i t  propose a project such as the S I S  Project w i thout fu l ly d i scus s i ng the 

need w i th the Department of Defense and w i th Congress . A l so ,  see the response to comment 4 . 9 . 2  and 

the response to comment 4 . 10 . 2  regard i ng the need for the S I S  Project . 

Market mechan i sms are not va l id i n  determ i n i ng the need for nuc lear defense mater i a l s ,  

product ion  capab i l i t i es for these mater i a l s ,  and the nat i ona l po l i cy on nuc lear weapons and a re beyond 

the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

4 . 10-2 
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4 . 1 1  CLAS S I F I E D  APPEND IX  

4 . 1 1 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the need for the p l uton i um supp ly  capab i l i ty of the proposed Spec i a l  

I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Fac i l i ty shou l d  be documented i n  a deta i led c lass i f i ed append i x .  I t  was 

further i nd i cated that such deta i l  was necessary to prov ide for adequate congress i ona l scrut i ny .  

A d i scuss i on o f  the need and unde r l y i ng purpose for wh i ch  the U . S .  Department o f  Energy ( DOE ) 

i s  propos i ng the S I S  Project i s  presented i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft and the F i na l  Env i ronmenta l 
Impact Statement ( E I S ) , i n  accordance w i th Counc i l  on Env i ronmenta l Qua l i ty (CEQ )  regu lat i ons ( 40 CFR 

1502 . 13 ) . D i scus s i on of needs of spec i f i c quant i t i e s  of p l uton i um i s  outs i de the scope of th i s  E I S .  

The S I S  Project i s  not be i ng proposed t o  meet an i dent i f ied requ i rement for weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  

but rather i s  be i ng proposed t o  prov i de a prudent l eve l of con t i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and technolog i c a l  
d i vers i ty .  A c lass i f i ed append i x  on supp ly  capab i l i ty i s ,  therefore , not con s i dered t o  be rel evant . 

Dec i s i on makers i n  both the execut ive  and leg i s lat i ve branches are per i od i ca l ly br i efed on nuc lear 

mater i a l  supp l i es and needs outs i de of the Nat i ona l Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( NEPA) process . See a l so 

the response to comment 4 . 9 . 2 .  

4 . 1 1 . 2  Comment :  

I t  was noted that prev i ous  DOE Env i ronmenta l  Impact Statements have i nc l uded a c lass i f i ed 

append i x  conta i n i ng  i nformat i on on spec i f i c  defense mater i a l  needs and that such an append i x  was 

appropr i ate for the S I S  Fac i l i t y .  

DOE has prepared on ly  one E I S  that conta i ned a c lass i f i ed append i x  on need--the E I S  on the 

restart of the L-Reactor . The restart of the L-Reactor was proposed by DOE to prov i de spec i f i c  
quant i t ies  of weapon-grade mate r i a l  w i t h i n  a g i ven t ime per i od , whereas the S I S  Project i s  be i ng 

proposed as on ly  a cont i ngency source of mater i a l . A c lass i f i ed append i x  s im i lar  to that for the 
L-Reactor i s ,  therefore , not cons i dered necessary or appropr i ate for i nc l us i on i n  the F i na l E I S  for 

the S I S  Project . D i scuss i on of the need for spec i f ic quant i t i es of p l uton i um i s  outs i de the scope of 

t h i s  E I S .  

4 . 1 1 . 3 Comment :  

I t  was noted that the Imp l ementat i on P l an for the S I S  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement i nd i cated 

that a c l ass i f i ed append i x  wou l d  be prepared . 

The E I S  Imp l ementat i on P l an was prepared pr ior t o  the i ssuance o f  the Draft E I S  and the 
eva l uat ion of the need for the S I S  Project under NEPA.  Based on the need for the S I S  P roject as a 

cont i ngency source of mater i a l , DOE now cons i ders that a c lass i f i ed quant i ta t i ve d i scus s i on of the S I S  

Project i s  not appropr i ate . 
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4 . 12 ANALYS I S  

COlT111ent : 

I t  was stated that the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion ( S I S )  Project i s  not just i f i ed econom i ca l l y 

or env i ronmenta l ly ,  and that a cost/benef i t  ana lys i s  shou ld  be i nc l uded i n  the Env i ronmenta l Impact 
Statement ( E I S ) . 

The U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) has eva l uated the a l ternat i ves and has i dent i f i ed the S I S  

Project a s  a cost-effect i ve opt i on t o  assure that DOE respons i b i l i t i es i n  meet i ng approved nuc l ear 

defense mater i a l  requ i rements can be fu lf i l l ed . Both the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  conta i n  a fu l l  
eva l uat i on of 

( Chapter 4 ) . 

5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 5 ,  

the env i ronmenta l impacts from norma l S I S  p lant operat i on and from postu l ated acc i dents 

Soc i oeconom i c  and other impacts were a l so assessed . See the responses to cOlT111ents 

5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 2 . 10 ,  and 6 . 2  for add i t i ona l i nforma t i on .  

Counc i l  on Env i ronmenta l Qua l i ty (CEQ )  regu lat i ons do not req u i re ,  and i n  fact d i scourage , a 

monetary cost/benef i t  ana lys i s  when there are important qua l i tat i ve cons i dera t i ons (40  CFR 1502 . 23 ) . 

DOE has i nd i cated those con s i dera t i ons l i ke ly  to be re l evant and important to a dec i s i on on the S I S  

Project and has eva l uated the re l at i ve va l ves and drawbacks of the var i ous a l ternat i ves . See the 

response to cOlT111ent 2 . 13 . 10 for add i t i ona l i nformat ion .  

4 . 12-1 
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4 . 13 NUCLEAR WEAPONS 

COlTlllent : 

I t  was stated that there ex i st more than enough weapons for the defense of the U . S . , and thus 

the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project capab i l i ty to produce more p l uton i um is not needed . The 

mora l i ty of defense programs was a l so quest i oned . 

The nat i ona l po l i cy on  nuc lear weapons ,  the i r  dep loyment , and  the i r  number i s  a po l i cy 

dec i s i on wh ich  i s  made by the P re s i dent of the Un i ted States and approved through the author i zat i on 
and appropr i at i on process of the Congress . A l though ODE and the Department of Defense prov i de i nput 

to the Pres i dent through the Nat i ona l Secur i ty Counc i l  on t h i s  nat i ona l po l i cy , approva l and 

imp l ementat ion of the po l i cy are the respon s i b i l i ty of the Pres ident and the Congress . The nat i ona l 

po l icy on nuc l ear weapons ,  the i r  dep loyment , and the need for nuc l ear weapons i s  beyond the scope of 

th i s  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . See the response to cOlTlllent 3 . 4  for add i t ion a l  

i nformat ion . Mora l i ty i ssues a r e  beyond the scope o f  a n  E I S .  
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4 . 14 ARMS REDUCTI ON 

COl1111ent : 

I t  was stated that the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion ( S I S )  Project i s  i ncon s i stent w i th a rms 

reduct i on negot i at i ons and goa l s  for peace and that successf u l  negot i at i ons resu l t i ng in arms 

reduct i on wou l d  most l i ke ly  end the need for the S I S  P roject . 

The Un i ted States w i l l  cont i nue to pursue ver i f i ab l e  agreements to reduce nuc l ear weapons 

wh i le ma i nta i n i ng the capab i l i ty of produc i ng spec i a l  nuc l ear mater i a ls for nat i ona l defense . Arms 

reduct i ons negot i at i ons , goa l s  for peace , and imp l icat i ons regard i ng the S I S  Project are beyond the 

scope of t h i s  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . 

4 . 14-1 
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4 . 1 5 NEED  

4 . 1 5 . 1  Comment :  

I t  was stated that the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  P roject was needed and has a h i gh 

nat i ona l pr i or i ty .  Converse l y ,  others stated that the U . S .  has amp l e  supp l i es of weapon-grade 

p l uton i um to meet a l l  reasonab le  cont i ngenc ies and therefore the S I S  Project is not needed . 

A l t hough the quan t i t ies  of weapon-grade p l uton i um a re c lass i f i ed ,  i t  can be stated that the 

requ i rements for weapon-grade p l uton i um are d i rect ly based on weapon modern i zat i on program mater i a l  
req u i rements that have been approved by the Pre s i dent and Congress w i t h  respect t o  rep lac i ng enr i ched 
uran i um w i th p l uton i um for nuc lear weapons .  The assert i on that the U . S .  has amp l e  supp l ies  of 

weapon-grade p l uton i um to meet a l l  cont i ngenc i es prejudges the nat i ona l po l i cy on nuc lear deterrent 
forces wh ich  the Pre s i dent and Congress be l i eve are appropri ate to nat i ona l secur i ty .  The S I S  Project 

i s  needed to prov i de cont i ngency, f lex i b i l i ty ,  and techno log i ca l  d i vers i ty to the product i on comp lex . 

I t  i s  not based on spec i f i c  Nuc l ear Weapons Stockp i le Memorandum ( NWSM) product i on quant i t i es .  
D i scuss ion  of the need for spec i f i c  quant i t i es of p l uton i um i s  beyond the scope of th i s  Env i ronmenta l 

Impact Statement ( E I S ) . 

4 . 15 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated that there i s  no need for more p l uton i um .  Therefore , expend i tures for the 

project are wastefu l and w i l l  add to the Federa l def i c i t . 

See the response to comment 4 . 1 5 . 1  w i th respect to the need for more weapon-grade p l uton i um .  
Expend i tures o n  projects such as  the S I S  Pro ject wh i ch wou ld ensure the fu l f i l lment o f  nat i ona l 

secur i ty po l i cy i ssues agreed to by the P res i dent and Congress are not cons idered wastefu l .  S i nce a l l  

funds for the S I S  P roject must be appropr i ated and autho r i zed by the Congress , fund ing for the project 

w ith  respect to the Federa l  def i c i t  i s  con s i dered by Congress and is beyond the scope of th i s  E I S .  

4 . 1 5 . 3  Comment :  

I t  was stated that there i s  a need for t r i t i um but not for p l uton i um because there i s  enough 

p l uton i um ;  s i nce the S I S  Project w i l l  not produce t r i t i um,  it is not requ i red . 

Wh i le i t  i s  true that , un l i ke tr i t i um ,  weapon-grade p l uton i um decays s low l y ,  the product ion of 
both t r i t i um and weapon-grade p l uton i um is current ly dependent on the same product i on reactors . 

Construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  Pro ject as d i scussed i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the 

F i n a l  E I S  wou l d  prov i de the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE )  cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and 

techno log i ca l  d i vers i ty i n  meet ing  the approved requ i rements for both of these mater i a l s  when the 

approved requ i rements a re or may be dependent on the same fac i l i t i es . A lso  see the response to 4 . 1 5 . 1  

regard i ng the need for weapon-grade p l uton i um to support the modern i zat i on and upgrade po l i cy .  
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4 . 1 5 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the S I S  P roject i s  needed to assure nat ion a l  sec u r i ty ,  to ensure backup 

strength in arms negot iat ions and capab i l i ty to counter a poss i b l e  Sov i et breakout , and to prov i de a 

safe econom ica l cont i ngency backup to ex i st i ng ag i ng fac i l i t i es .  Converse ly ,  i t  was noted that there 

is no rat iona l nat ion a l  secur ity or econom i c  j ust i f i cat ion for construct ing  the S I S  Fac i l ity in I daho 

or any p lace and that it endangers c it i zens and the env i ronment . 

The nat iona l po l i cy o n  nuc lear  weapons ,  the i r  dep loyment , and the need for weapons i s  beyond 

the scope of t h i s  E I S .  As stated in Sect ion 1 . 1 . 1  of both the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  the S I S  

P roject i s  req u i red a s  a cont ingency to meet potent i a l  demands for weapon-grade p l uton i um .  A l so see 
the response to comment 4 . 15 . 1  ( nuc lear deterrence) regard ing  the need for p l uton i um .  

I n  keep ing  w ith  the po l i cy o f  the Department o f  Energy,  the S I S  P roject w i l l  be des i gned , 

constructed , and operated i n  a safe , secure manner ,  w ith  emphas i s  on m i n im i z ing  env i ronmenta l  impacts 

as far be low perm i ss i b l e  l im its  as  reasonab ly ach i eva b l e .  The E I S  def i nes and eva l uates the 

a l ternat i ves and the impacts of the proposed act ion of construc t i ng and operat ing  the S I S  P roject . 

4 . 15 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that there i s  no need for more p l uton i um because of the l arge stockp i l e ,  as 

reported by know l edgeab le peop l e .  I t  was a l so stated that the short m i s s i on o f  S I S  ( about 7 years 

max imum) , w i thout con s i der i ng the impacts of I N F  and STAR T ,  may have a detr imenta l impact on jobs and 

econom ics . Others supported the need for p l uton i um product ion capab i l i ty .  

See the response to comment 4 . 1 5 . 1  w i th respect to the need for more weapon-grade p l uton i um .  

DOE has i dent i f i ed a quant i ty o f  feed mate r i a l  con s i stent w i t h  the need for the S I S  P roject that wou ld  

prov ide for severa l years ( current l y  est imated as 8- 1 0  years i n  contrast to the 6-8 years prev ious l y  

reported ) o f  operat ion a t  fu l l  throughput capac i ty .  Add i t iona l quant i t i es o f  feed mater i a l s ,  wh ich  do 

not i nc l ude mater i a l s from commerc i a l  spent fue l prec l uded by l aw ,  may be ava i l ab l e  i n  the future , 

depend ing  on l im i tat i ons on ex i st i ng product ion fac i l i t i es and new i n i t i at i ves that m i ght be 

undertaken . The impacts of rat i f i ed arms l im i tat ion agreements are accounted for in DOE ' s  

determ i na t i on o f  requ i rements for weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  and wou ld therefore not affect the need for 

the S I S  P roject as i dent i f i ed in the E I S . Potent i a l  impacts of nonrat i f i ed treat i es are uncert a i n  and 

are beyond the scope of th i s  E I S .  See response to comment 4 . 3  for a d i scuss ion of t reat ies . 

4 . 15 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the use of the product from the S I S  P roject for weapons purposes ( for  war )  

v i o l ates agreements , e . g . , the Nuremberg Charter . 

The  use  of  S I S  product , presumab ly  the use  of  nuc l ear  weapons ,  i s  beyond the  scope of  th i s  

E I S ,  as 1 s  the nat iona l po l i cy on  nuc lear weapons ,  the i r  dep loyment , a nd  number . 
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4 . 15 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was stated that there i s  a system to make warhead t r i ggers and t hus there i s  no need for 
the S I S  P roject . 

The S I S  Project wou ld not be i nvo lved i n  the manufacture of warhead t r i ggers . The need for 

the S I S  Project is d i scussed i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  

4 . 1 5 . 8  Comment : 

It was stated that the just i f i ca t i on g i ven i n  the Draft E I S  for produ c i ng more p l uton i um i s  

vague and nonsupportab l e ,  and n o  cred i b l e  cond i t ions under wh i ch  p l uton i um from the S I S  P roject i s  

needed for nat i ona l secur i ty are presented . I t  was a l so stated that the need for the S I S  Project has 
not been just i f i ed publ i c ly or in c lass i f ied documents . 

The Draft E I S  was prepared i n  accordance w i th the Counc i l  on Env i ronmenta l  Qua l i ty (CEQ )  
regu l at ions for  imp l ement ing the procedura l prov i s i ons of  Nat i ona l  Env i ronmenta l P rotect ion Act 
( NEPAl . Spec i f i ca l ly ,  these regu l at i ons at 40 CFR 1 502 . 13 do not requ i re DOE to just i fy the need for 
the S I S  Project , but rather requ i re a brief statement of the need and unde r l y i ng purpose for wh ich  DOE 
i s  propos i ng the Project . As d i scussed in the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  in Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1 ,  the need 
and under ly i ng purpose for propos ing the S I S  Project are to have a cont i ngent , f l ex i b l e ,  and 

techno log ica l ly d i verse source of mater i a l . A l so ,  see the response to comment 4 . 1 5 . 1  regard ing 

specu l at i on of cred i b l e  cond i t ion s .  
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5 . 1  ACC I DE NTS 

5 . 1 . 1  Comment :  

5 . 0  TECHN I CAL I SSUES COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

It  was stated that the Draft Envi ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  had ser i ous  f l aws because 

the under ly i ng assumpt i ons used in the ana lys i s  of acc ident scena r i os are unjust i f i ed and h i gh l y  
nonconservat i ve ,  and the overa l l  r i sk i s  too great . 

The Draft E I S  referenced a l l  of the under ly ing assumpt i ons used i n  the ana lys i s  of potent i a l  
acc ident scenar ios i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 and Append i x  A o f  the Draft E I S .  W i th  the except ion o f  u s i ng a 

p l ateout factor ( a  factor to account for fa l lout of part i c l es i n  ductwork ) of 2 and the quant i t ies  of 

p l uton i um at r i sk for the des ign-bas i s  f i re acc ident i n  a s i ng le  a rea w i th  the uncontro l led chem ica l 

react i on ,  a l l  assumpt ions used i n  the presentat ion of acc i dent consequences i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 were 

conservat i ve .  For the F i na l  E I S ,  the redundant p l ateout reduct i on factor of 2 was not used and 

quant i t ies  of p l uton i um at r i sk dur i ng the postu l ated des i gn-bas i s  f i re and uncontro l led chem ica l  

react i on have been rev i sed to  ref lect the max imum quant i t i es at  r i sk based on  des i gn data ava i l a b l e  as 

of September 1988 . The acc ident consequence ana lyses presented i n  Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 3 of the F ina l E I S  do 

address the r i sks , wh ich  are we l l  w i t h i n  those con s idered acceptab l e .  Contrary t o  the assert i on that 

the ana lys i s  is h i gh l y  nonconservat i ve ,  the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) be l i eves that the acc i dent 

assessment methodo logy used and the assumpt ions made are conservat i ve .  The scenar ios are con s i dered 

conservat i ve because the amount of p l uton i um at r i sk was max imized ,  a l l  noncr i t i ca l  des i gned safety 

features were assumed to fa i l ,  and degraded f i l ter eff ic i enc ies were con s i dered . For a d i scuss i on of 

the assumpt i ons used in the ana lys i s  of severe fac i l i ty acc idents , see response to comment 5 . 1 . 1 1 .  

5 . 1 .  2 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the ana lyses of the S I S  Fac i l i ty acc i dents were i nadequat e ,  i ncomp l ete , 
and/or quest iona b l e . 

As stated i n  the response to comment 5 . 1 . 1 ,  the acc i dents presented i n  the F i n a l  E I S  and the 

assessment of the i r  potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequences are cons idered to be conservat i ve .  More 

spec i f i c  comments on what rev i ewers con s i dered to be i nadequat e ,  i ncomp l ete and/or quest ionab le  

ana lyses are addressed i n  responses that fol low.  

5 . 1 . 3 Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed concern that the Draft E I S  p layed down the probab i l i ty of a ser ious 

acc i dent . They felt that , because the des i gn of the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  Fac i l i ty is i n  
such a n  ear ly stage , and deve lopment i s  concurrent w i t h  des ign , there can b e  n o  f i rm bas i s  for 

se l ect i ng des i gn-ba s i s  acc i dents . 

The Draft E I S  d i d  not downp lay e i ther the probab i l i ty or the consequences of the post u lated 

acc i dents presented in Sect ions 4 . 1 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 3 ,  and 4 . 3 . 3 .  A l though not req u i red by Counc i l  on 

Env i ronmenta l Qua l i ty ( CE Q )  regu l at i on s ,  pre l im i nary probab i l i t ies of the potent i a l  occurrence of the 

fac i l i ty acc i dents presented in the Draft E I S  have been i ncorporated i nto the F i n a l  E I S ,  Sec t i on 
4 . 1 . 3 ,  to ass i st the reader i n  understand i ng the probab i l i ty of the occurrence of these event s .  
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Severa l of the coments rece i ved on the Draft E I S  have apparent ly confused des ign  c r i ter i a  

and  des i gn-bas i s  acc i dents w i th the leve l of  des i gn of the S I S  Project , and have conc l uded that i n  the 

absence of the f i na l  des i gn ,  the Draft E I S  cou ld not adequate ly assess des i gn-bas i s  acc i dent s .  Des i gn 

c r i ter ia  and c r i ter i a  for determ i n i ng a des i gn-bas i s  acc i dent do i n  fact ex i st and are i dent i f i ed i n  

DOE Orders ( e . g . ,  6430 . 1A ) . These c r i ter i a  are equa l ly app l i cab le  to the demonst rat i on fac i l i t ies  at 

the Lawrence L i vermore Nat i ona l Laboratory ( LLNL ) and the S I S  Project at the Idaho Nat i ona l 

Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I N EL ) . Wh i le a f i na l  des ign of the S I S  Project does not ex i st , a f i na l  des i gn 

i s  ne i ther a prerequ i s i te to comp let ion of an E I S  nor i s  i t  essent i a l  to the postu lat i on of events and 
consequences i f  conservat i ve assumpt i ons  are used . A l so see the response to coment 5 . 1 . 1 .  Deta i l ed 

eva l uat i on of S I S  acc i dents w i l l  be conta i ned i n  the Pre l im i nary and F i na l  Safety Ana lys i s  Reports , to 

be comp leted before the fac i l i ty i s  constructed and operat i ons beg i n ,  respect i v e l y .  

5 . 1 . 4 Coment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the S I S  Draft E I S  d i d  not suff i c i ent ly  i ncorporate atmosphe r i c  

comp lex i t ies , such a s  loft i ng and other atmospher i c  d i spersa l mechan i sms , i nto acc i dent ana lyses . 

Atmospher i c  comp lex i t ies were taken i nto con s i derat i on through the use of the CRAC2 computer 
mode l ,  wh ich  uses one year of consecut i ve hour ly meteoro log i ca l  data as desc r i bed in Append i x  A of 
Vo l ume 2 .  Exemp l i f i cat i on of the meteoro l og i ca l comp lex i t i es taken i nto account by the CRAC2 mode l i s  
demonstrated by i t s  capab i l i ty of con s i de r i ng depos i t i on of a i rborne rad i onuc l i de em i s s i ons by a 

ra i nfa l l event . A l though i t  i s  true that the CRAC2 mode l d i d  not i ncorporate the effects of loft i ng ,  
the loft i ng  cond it i on may be cons i dered as the most favorab le  d i ffus i on s i t i tut i on--other than when 

i nvers i on is very sha l low--and wou ld lead to lower consequences than those desc r i bed in the E I S .  

5 . 1 .  5 � : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  needed to address sh i pp i ng prob lems i dent i f i ed i n  report 

BNWL-2288 . 

S h i pments of S I S-generated p l uton i um feed and product wou ld be made i n  Type B conta i ners that 

are cert i f ied by the U . S .  Nuc lear Regu latory Com i s s i on ( NRC) . Current l y ,  DOE p lans to use the 
55-ga l l on vers i on of the 6M package , wh ich  has a fa i l ure thresho ld of 7 0 , 000 pounds . Ana lyses 

presented in the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  are based on the 6M conta i ner .  The BNWL-2288 , P l uton i um 

C l osure rev i sed from BNWL-184 6 ,  The R i sk of P l uton i um Ox i de and 

N i trate Truck , refers to the sma l ler 1 5-ga l lon-s i ze vers i on of the 6M conta i ne r .  

A s  a l so i dent i f i ed i n  the BNWL-2288 survey , han d l i ng  and ma i ntenance for most sh i pp i ng 

conta i ners surveyed were found to be proper . However ,  concern was expressed that a great dea l of 

human i nvo lvement , and thus human error , was poss i b l e .  Des i gn cons i derat i on and ma i ntenance 

procedures i dent i f i ed in the survey for m i n im i z i ng error wou ld be i ncorporated i nto S I S  operat i ons . 

5 . 1 .  6 Coment : 

I t  was stated that consequences of acc i dents were understated because of the use of outdated 

computer codes , spec i f i ca l ly the use of CRAC2 i nstead of the more conservat i ve MACCS , wh i ch is now the 

off i c i a l  bas i s  for regu lat ing  the U . S .  cOl11Tle r i ca l  nuc lear i ndustry . .  
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The Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S  use tested , recogn i zed , and ver i f i ed computer codes to assess the 

consequences of the acc i dents presented . CRAC 2 ,  wh ich  has been va l i dated and accepted by the U . S .  
Nuc l ear Reg u latory Comm i ss ion ( NRC ) , has been used because the MACCS code i s  st i l l  i n  the 

deve l opmenta l stage and has yet to be va l idated/ver i f i ed by the NRC . The MACCS code i s  not now the 

off i c i a l  bas i s  for assess i ng impacts from commerc i a l  nuc lear power p l ants , and even if ava i l ab l e  and 

"off i c i a l " ,  may have to be adapted to the assessment of a project l i ke the S I S  as ref l ected by the use 

of the CRAC2 code as documented in the Draft E I S .  

5 . 1 .  7 Comment : 

It was stated that the S I S  Draft E I S  used outdated dose convers i on factors ( DCFs)  from the 

Rasmussen Report ( NRC , 1975)  i nstead of the updated dose convers i on factors from i nh�l at i on of 

p l uton i um-239 ( W i l son et a l . ,  1986 ) . 

As i dent i f i ed i n  the Draft E I S  i n  Append i x  A and Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1 ,  the assessment of acc i dent 
consequences d i d  not use the outdated DCFs from the Reactor Safety Study ( NRC ,  1975 ) . For the 

ana lyses conducted , the dos imetry mode l s  were updated u s i ng i nformat ion from work done at Sand i a  
Nat i ona l Laborator ies  ( Ostmeyer and Runk l e ,  1985 ) .  A l s o ,  a s  the i ngest i on pathway mode l was based on 

i ngest ion of stront i um ,  ces i um ,  and i od i n e ,  the CRAC2 i ngest i on mode l was rep l aced w i th one based on 
i ngest i on of p l uton i um and i od i ne us i ng work by Bennett ( 1976 ) ; Mart i n  and B loom ( 1976 ) ; and 

Drob i nsk i ,  Magno , and 
'
Go l d i n  ( 1966 ) . I ngest ion dose convers i on factors were taken from Ostmeyer and 

Runk le ( 1985) . 

5 . 1 . 8 Comment : 

It was stated that the p lant acc i dent ana lys i s  assumes that f i l ters are 100 percent eff i c i ent 

and that t h i s  was a ques t i onab l e  assumpt ion . I n  add i t ion , it was stated that the severe fac i l i ty 

acc i dent post u lated i n  the Draft E I S  a l l eged to be more severe than the des i gn-bas i s  acc i dent . 

A l l the acc i dent scenar i os i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  con s i der the poss i b i l i ty of 

f i l ter degradat i on .  An eff i c i ency of the comb i ned f i l ter banks of 2 x 10-6 was assumed to represent 

fu l l  f i lter eff i c i ency for each of the ana lyses , wh i ch  i s  l ess than the nom i n a l  operat i ng eff i c i ency 
of each of the f i lters . I n  no case was a 100 percent f i lter eff i c i ency assumed . For each of the 

acc i dent scenar i os ,  a paramet r i c  study of f i l ter eff i c i ency versus dose con s i ders eff i c i enc i es down to 

90 percent for the acc i dents presented in Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  and down to 0 percent ( tota l  loss of 

f i l trat ion ) for the severe acc i dent presented in Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 2 .  

5 . 1 .  9 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the p l ant acc i dent ana lys i s  i gnored the durat ion of the acc i dent . 

Re lease fract ions used i n  acc i dent consequence ca l cu l at i ons are app l i ed t o  the amount of 

mater i a l  at r i sk for re l ease and are i ndependent of t ime or durat ion of the acc i dent . As stated i n  

Append i x  A ,  Sect ion A . 2 . 1 ,  o f  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  the e lapsed t ime between acc i dent 

i n i t i at i on and re lease to the atmosphere was conservat ive ly  assumed to be zero , and a l l rad i oact i v i ty 
from the acc i dents was assumed to be re l eased over a two-hour per iod .  
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5 . 1 . 10 � : 

Rev iewers expressed concerns that the source terms and/or re lease fract i ons were too l ow or 

not cons i stent w ith  va l ues used throughout the nuc lear i ndustry . Spec i f i c  f l awed assumpt i ons c ited 

i nc l uded underest imat i ng d i spers i b l e  p l uton i um inventory , overstated operab i l i ty of h igh ly eff i c ient 

f i l te r i ng systems , m i s i nterpretat i on of the re l ease fract ion , and an unjust i f iab ly  opt i m i s t i c  

assumpt i on regard i ng conta i nment and p lateout . 

Re lease fract ions are dependent on the phys ica l  and chem i ca l form of the p l uton i um and upon 
the phys i c a l  or chemica l  propert ies of the env i ronment to wh ich the p l uton i um  i s  re l eased . The 

processes in wh ich  p l uton i um w i l l  be used at the S I S  Fac i l i ty are much d ifferent from those of a 

nuc l ear  reactor or other nuc l ear  i ndustry fac i l i t ies  and therefore cannot be compared e ither d i rect ly  
or i nd i rect ly w ith  respect to re l ease fract i ons . 

The source terms and re l ease frac t i ons c ited for a nuc l ear reactor are not appropr i ate for 

the S I S  F in a l  E I S .  Source terms (mass o f  mater i a l  a t  r i sk )  and the fract i on ava i l a b l e  for re lease 

must be determ i ned on the bas i s  of what i s  i n i t i a l ly a i rborne and other factors wh ich u lt imate ly 

determine what actua l ly reaches the f i l ter i ng system (or  f ina l re lease po int ) . See the response to 

comment 5 . 1 . 8  for i n format ion on f i l ter i ng eff i c iency . The fract i on ava i lab le  for re l ease i s  

i n f luenced by many factors , the most important o f  wh ich  i s  part i c l e  s ize ; other i n f l uenc i ng factors 

are hum i d i ty and f l ow of the a i r .  So l id p l uton i um a l so has a very s low burn i ng rate ( - 30 

grams/hour ) . An assumpt ion that a l l ,  or even a large fract ion , of the mater i a l  i n i t ia l ly a i rborne i s  

re leased t o  the atmosphere i s  not cred i b l e .  See the response to comment 5 . 1 . 1 1 for more i nformat i on 
on the p l uton i um re l ease fract i ons . 

r i sk .  

A l so see the response t o  comment 5 . 1 . 1  regard ing p l ateout and quant i t i es of p l uton i um at 

5 . 1 . 1 1 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the F i na l  E I S  shou ld i nc lude the bas i s  for se lect ing the reference 

document used to determ i ne the p l uton i um fract ion re l eased to the env i ronment from the process i ng area 

in the postu lated f i re .  I t  was a lso quest ioned how the re lease fract i on was der i ved , us i ng that 

document . 

I n  the severe fac i l i ty acc i dent , 25 kg of p l uton i um are est imated to be at r i sk .  Th i s  

p l uton i um i s  i n  the form o f  meta l ,  ox ide and hydr i de .  Re l ease fract ions for the acc i dent were based 

on the re l at i ve amounts of each form. For conservat i sm ,  the hydr i de (wh i ch i s  read i ly converted to 

ox i de )  was added to the ox i de tota l ,  even though the hydr i de is known to have a lower re lease 

fract i on .  The fol low i ng tab le presents the va lues used : 

Fract ion 

We ight of Mater i a l  % o f  Tota l Ava i lab le  For Reference We i ghted Average 
Form at R i sk Mass at R i sk Re leasea No . Re lease Fract i on 

Ox i de - 1 0  kg 40% x 1 0-3 4 4 x 1 0-4 

Met a l  - 1 5  kg 60% x 10-5 2 0 . 06 x 1 0  -
4  

Tota l 25 kg 1 00% -4 
=5 x 1 0-4 - 4 . 06 x 1 0  

( a )  T h i s  fract i on represents the amount o f  mater i a l  hypothet i ca l ly ava i lab le  for re l ease t o  the 

atmosphere . It i nc l udes a factor ( 10-1 ) to account for depos i t i on and fal lout of the mater i a l .  
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For add i t i ona l conserva t i sm the re lease fract i on of 5 x 1 0
-4 

from the Draft E I S  was reta i ned i n  the 

F i n a l  E I S .  Based on these assumpt i ons , a tota l of 1 2 . 5  grams of p l uton i um  wou ld reach the f i l ters 

pr i or to release to the env i ronment in the postulated severe fac i l i ty acc i dent . For add i t i ona l 

i nformat i on on other than the severe acc i dent and other re lease fract i ons see Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 of the 

F in a l  E I S .  
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4 .  Stewart , K . , V i xen A T r i a l s :  to the Re l ease of Mate r i a l  

The Combust i on of and i n  a Petro l F i re ,  AWRE Report No . T 1 5/60 , 
Un i ted K i ngdom Atomi c  Energy Author ity , January 1961 . 

5 .  Wa l ker , E . ,  A of Parameters the Re lease and of Rad ioact i ve 

Mater i a l  from an Inc iden t ,  BNFO-8 1 - 2 .  Bechte l  Nat i ona l .  I nc . •  San Franc i sco . 

Ca l i forn i a .  September 1978 ( re i ssued August 1981 . )  

5 . 1 . 1 2 Comment :  

Rev i ewers were concerned that the Draft E I S  d i d  not take i nto account t he consequences of 
past severe n uc lear acc i dents i n  the Sov i et Un i on that occurred i n  the 1960s . I t  was a l so stated that 

r i sk assessment mode l s  cou l d  not be re l ied upon because of the lack of data ava i l a b l e  to ver i fy them . 

The proposed act ion  eva l uated i n  th i s  E I S  i s  the construct ion and operat ion  of the S I S  

fac i l i t ies . A d i scuss ion o f  the consequences o f  past Sov iet acc i dent ( s )  i s  out s i de the scope o f  t h i s  
E I S .  

The consequences of the acc idents presented i n  the Draft E I S  and F i na l E I S  are based on 

i nternat i ona l ly recogn i zed recommendat ions of the Nat iona l Academy of Sc i ences Comm i ttee on the 

B i o l og i ca l  Effects of Ion iz ing  Rad i at i on ( B E I R  I I I ) .  For a d i scuss ion of hea lth  effects , see the 

response to comment 5 . 13 . 6 .  On l y  l imi ted data are ava i l ab le  to ver i fy the r i sk assessment mode l s .  

The data that do ex i st show that the mode l s  are h i gh l y  conservat i ve .  espec i a l ly for rad i o l og ic a l  dose 

assessment mode l s .  

5 . 1 . 13 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that an i ndependent ana lys i s  i nd i cated substan t i a l ly greater impact than 

stated in the Draft E I S .  Spec i f i c a l ly , ( 1 )  "s ign i f i cant" effects w i l l  occur out to 1 60 m i l es from 

the I NEL  and even at agr i c u l tura l  centers in the m idwest , and ( 2 )  the NRC ground depos i t i on l im i t  for 

unrestr icted pub l i c use areas i s  exceeded by 1 00 to 1 m i l l ion t i mes .  
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The source terms used in the accident consequence analyses for the Final E IS  were chosen to 
maximize the credible consequences . Release fractions are dependent on the physical and chemical form 
of the plutonium and upon the physical or chemical properties of the environment to which the 
plutonium is being subjected at the time release occurs . The processes in which plutonium will be 
used at the S IS  Facility are much different from those of a nuclear reactor or other nuclear industry 
facilities and therefore cannot be compared either directly or indirectly with respect to quantities 
available for release or release fractions as was suggested and exemplified by the reviewer's use of 
the pressurized water reactor . See the response to comment 5 . 1 . 1 1 .  Using appropriately conservative 
assumptions for the S IS  Project, Section 4 . 1 . 3  of the Draft E IS  and the Final E IS  does not indicate 
that the offsite population at distances of 160 miles or at agricultural centers in the midwest would 
be affected . 

The NRC does not have "deposition limits" as indicated in the comment ; therefore, it is 
unclear how an independent analysis can determine that they have been exceeded . 

5 . 1 . 14 Comment: 

Concern was expressed that criticality control in the S IS  Project was to be by administrative 
means rather than by the preferred method of engineering control . I t  was stated that the Draft E IS  
suggested that in  certain circumstances administrative controls could be  the sole barrier to  a 
criticality accident . 

It is a S IS  Project design criteria requirement that all processing systems would contain at 
least one physical barrier to prevent a criticality for each potential criticality scenario 
identified . Design safety features, including favorable geometry and criticality control devices, are 
considered physical barriers . In no foreseeable case would administrative control provide the sole 
barrier to a criticality accident unless it is formally analyzed via safety analyses and approved . 

5 . 1 . 15 Comment: 

Concern was expressed that the risk of fire would be mitigated in part by administrative 
controls . 

The S IS  Project would be designed to minimize the use of combustible materials for the 
facility . Extensive engineered fire protection systems would be part of the S IS  Facility . Strict 
administrative controls would be used only to control materials needed during operation of the 
facility ( e . g . ,  rags used for decontamination, etc . ) wherever there is potential risk of fire . 

5 . 1 . 16 Comment: 

Reviewers requested that a description of aerial and hydraulic venting or loss in the event 
of a serious accident such as an act of terrorism be included in the Final E IS. 

Aerial venting is included in the Draft E IS  and the Final EIS  discussion of the severe 
facility accident in Section 4 . 1 . 3 . 2 .  Consequences were described in Table 4 - 1 1  of the Draft E IS and 
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are a l so i n c luded i n  the F i na l  E I S .  Regard ing hydrau l i c vent i n g ,  vo l umes of l iqU i d  conta i n i ng 

p l uton i um are sma l l  and sp i l l s wou l d  be dra i ned to contai nment tanks through the emergency and 

decontam i na t i on f l oor dra i n  system . The hand l ing  and d i sposa l of p l uton i um-contam i nated waste are 

descr i bed in the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  in Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1 .  Because of the extens i ve safeguard 
and secur ity measures descri bed in Sect i on 4 . 1 . 5 ,  an act of terror i sm wou ld not be expected to great ly 
i ncrease the l i ke l i hood of e ither type of acc ident . 

5 . 1 . 1 7 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the des i gn c r i ter i a  w i l l  assure that des ign-re lated acc i dents have a 

low probab i l i ty of occurrence and w i l l  have m i n ima l  effects shou ld they occu r .  

The  Draft E IS  was based on  pre l im i nary des ign informat i on and  the  use  of  both representat i ve 
and conservat i ve assumpt i ons i n  the assessment of potent i a l  acc i dent consequences . The cont i nuat i on 

of deta i led des ign comp lemented by cont i n u i ng safety analyses w i l l  be used to assure that reasonab ly  

foreseeab le  acc i dents wou ld  be  of low probab i l i ty .  

5 . 1 . 18 Comment : 

I t  was stated that a techn i ca l  bas i s  shou ld be prov ided to just i fy the assumpt i on of 
1 x 10 19 f i s s i ons from a c r i t i ca l i ty event ( se lected from NRC Reg u latory Gu ide 3 . 35 ) . 

The ca l c u l at i ona l  bas i s  assumpt i on of 1 019 f i ss ions , wh i ch i s  cons idered conservat i ve ly  

h i gh for  a non-reactor fac i l i ty ,  i s  g i ven i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  of  the Draft E IS  and  the  F i na l E I S ,  and , 

as noted , i s  based on NRC Regu latory Gu i de 3 . 3 5 .  

5 . 1 . 19 Comment : 

I t  was noted that env i ronmenta l  i nvest i gat i ons of externa l ly i n i t i ated acc i dent sequences are 
i nadequate ( e . g . , ground shear in l arge se i sm i c  events wou l d  destroy the fac i l i ty and res u l t  in a 

fac i l i ty-w ide f i re ) . I t  was a l so noted that the magn i tude of a Des ign -Bas i s  Earthquake ( DBE ) was not 
g i ven , and hence the adequacy of the DBE scenar i o  cannot be ascerta i ned . 

An acc i dent resu l t i ng from a se i sm i c  event , wh i ch i s  of externa l  orig i n , i s  fu l ly ana lyzed i n  

the Draft E I S  and the F ina l  E I S .  The S I S  Project i s  be ing  des igned i n  accordance w i th DOE Category I 

standards , wh ich  cons i der poss i b i l i t ies for se i sm i c  and other acc i dents i n i t i ated by events of 

externa l or i g i n .  These events were eva l uated and were determi ned not t o  have consequences greater 
than those of the DBE . Among these were tornado , tornado-dr i ven m i ss i le s ,  snow load , and f l ood . The 

consequences of a DBE fo l lowed by a f i re at the S I S  Fac i l i ty are addressed i n  Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  of the 

F i n a l  E I S .  

The Draft E I S  and the F i nal  E I S  l i st , i n  Tab le  3-1 , the l argest earthquakes wh i ch have 
occurred on or near the Eastern Snake R i ver P l a i n  in h i stor ica l  t imes , and Sec t i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the 

Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  i dent i f i es the acce lerat ions assoc iated w ith  the DBE . The F ina l E I S  a l so 

conta i ns  an amp l i f i ed d i scuss i on of the se i sm i c  and vo lcan i c  character i st ics  of the I NEL area , 
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I nc l uding the 1983 Ht . Borah earthquake . As discussed, this earthquake caused no significant 
structura l or safety-related damage to any facility at the I NEL . For additional information on 
facility design and accidents, see the response to comment 5.1. 34. 

5 . 1 . 20 �: 

Reviewers expressed concern about the "unacceptable" hazards associated with plutonium in 
large quantities and questioned the consequences of an accident that releases plutonium. 

Plutonium I s  recognized as a toxic and dangerous material I f  Ingested, Inhaled , or otherwise 
taken into the body, which accounts for the elaborate and extensive controls required by DOE . 
However, plutonium, like many other hazardous materials, can be handled safely when adequate attent ion 
is devoted to safety analysis, design, and operating requirements. The DOE has over four decades of 
experience in safe ly hand ling p iutonium. Plutonium is not a hazard to humans or the environment if it 
is isolated and/or its release to the environment is prevented or limited to nonhazardous quantities . 
Analys Is  of highly unlikely accident scenarios presented In the Draft E I S  and the Final EIS  shows that 
the quantity of plutonium projected to be released and transported to the accessible environment would 
be extremely low and would present no appreciable hazard to human populations or the environment. 

5 . 1 . 2 1  Comment: 

Reviewers expressed doubt that all significant accidents were considered in the Draft EIS  
and/or whether worst-case accident scenarios presented rea lly were worst-case . 

The postulated accidents that are presented I n  the Draft E I S  and the Final EIS  are those 
having the highest reasonably forseeab1e releases of radioactive material, and thus the greatest 
potential for consequences as stated In Section 4 . 1 . 3 . 1 .  The postu lated accidents are presented in 
Section 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  and a severe facility accident is considered in Section 4.1 . 3 . 2 .  I n  addition to 
considering a severe accident associated exclusively with the S IS  Faci lity, and in response to 
concerns that all significant accidents be considered In the EIS, a discussion of a low probability 
accident occurring simultaneously at Idaho Chemical Processing Plant has a lso been inc luded in Section 
4.1.4 of the Final E I S . 

The severe facility accident presented in this Final EIS  I s  considered to be a bounding 
accident meeting the criteria set forth I n  CEQ regulations ( 40 CFR 1 502 . 22 ) . As stated I n  the Draft 
E I S, for the postu lated severe accident to occur, five conditions are assumed : ( 1 )  facility-wide fire 
must I n  some fashion occur ; ( 2 )  the building fire suppression system, which will be Design-Basis 
Accident ( DBA) qualified, is assumed to be not effective ; ( 3 )  the final filtration systems, including 
fire protection systems, both of which will be DBA-qualified, are not effective; ( 4 )  no mitigative 
action ( such as I mmediately p lacing plutonium I nto protected storage upon detection of a fire ) is 
taken ; and ( 5) no response is made by the ICPP fire brigade and I NEL fire department. The severe 
accident would have an estimated probability of less than 1 x 10-6 per year ( note : estimated 
probabilities of the occurrence of accidents are presented in the Fina l E I S  to assist the lay reader 
in understanding the remote chances of occurrence even though CEQ does not require the inclusion of 
these probabilities) . Based on the conditions that would have to occur to obtain the postulated 
releases and based on the extremely low estimated probability of occurrence, the severe accident 
scenario more than adequate ly satisfies the criterion of an extremely low-probability accident as 
contained in 40 CFR 1502 . 22 .  Whi le other potentia l accident scenarios can be postulated, I t  is not 
believed that an accident can be postu lated that would resu lt  In higher consequences and which is 
based on "credible scientific evidence" as a l so required by 40 CFR 1502 . 22 .  
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5 . 1 . 22 Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed concern about the consequences of laser m i sa l i gnment potent i a l ly 

res u l t i ng from earthquakes . 

Lasers to be used i n  the S I S  fac i l i t i es ,  i f  m i sa l i gned or d i srupted by any event , i nc l ud i ng 

an earthquake , a re des i gned to immedi ate ly shut down . No acc ident i nvo l v i ng l aser m i sa l i gnment was 

i dent i f i a b l e  that wou l d  affect operat i ng personne l  or the env i ronment . 

5 . 1 . 23 Comment : 

Rev iewers requested that a sect i on be i nc l uded i n  the F i na l E I S  that addresses equ i pment 

ma lfunc t i on s  assoc iated w i th worst-case acc i dents and res u l t i ng em i s s i ons . 

The equ i pment and systems that wou l d  have to fa i l  dur i ng the severe fac i l i ty acc i dent before 

p l uton i um re l ease to the atmosphere cou l d  poss i b l y  occur are l i sted in Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 2  of the Draft 

E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  A l s o ,  see the response to comment 5 . 1 . 2 1 . 

5 . 1 . 24 Comment : 

Rev iewers stated that hazards assoc i ated w ith  acc i dents of extern a l  or l g l n  such as loss of 
power ,  tornadoes , and se i sm i c  act i v i ty were not suff i c iently assessed or were omi tted i n  the Draft 

E I S .  

An acc i dent resu lt i ng from a des i gn-bas i s  se i sm i c  event (wh ich  i s  c lear l y  of extern a l  or i g i n )  

i s  presented i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  Other externa l ly i n i t i ated events , such a s  tornadoes 

and tornado-dr i ven m i s s i l es ,  probab le  maximum f lood , etc . , are a l so ana lyzed ; however ,  because the S I S  

P roject i s  des i gned spec i f i ca l ly to w i thstand the effects o f  s uch natura l phenomena , the consequences 

from these events were found to be less than those of the DBE fo l l owed by f i re acc i dent and were not 

presented in the E I S ,  as stated in Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 .  The F i n a l  E I S  states that the S I S  Fac i l i ty w i l l  be 

des i gned to shut down and ma i nt a i n  a safe-shutdown cond i t i on in the event of the loss of e lectr i c i ty .  

Th i s  means that upon loss o f  power ,  a l l  systems w i l l  defa u l t  t o  a safe cond i t i on and ma i nta i n  that 

status i ndef i n i te ly .  

5 . 1 . 25 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the S I S  Draft E I S  shou l d  tabu l ate the consequences , inc lud i ng death , 

i n j ury , or b i rth defects , res u l t i ng from a l l  types of acc idents , i nc l ud i ng those assum i ng fa i l ure of 

a l l  safety features . 

Postulated acc i dents se lected for presentat ion i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  were 

se lected because they bound the reasonab ly  forseeab le  consequences assoc iated w i th S I S .  Consequences 

( i . e . , doses and latent cancer fata l i t i es and premature genet i c  effects )  are presented for each 

acc i dent in Sect i ons 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  and 4 . 1 . 3 . 2 .  
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5 . 1 . 26 Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the S I S  Draft E I S  d i d  not d i scuss propagat i ng acc i dents and 

d i sm i ssed the need to do so w i th  unment i oned stud ies . 

P ropagat ing  acc i dents are norma l ly cons i dered t o  b e  those acc i dents wh ich  are i n it i ated b y  a 

sequence of events that l ead to an acc i denta l re lease of rad ioact i ve mater ia l .  The E I S  addressed 
quant i t i es of p l uton i um at r i sk that wou ld maximize the potent i a l  release and consequences i ndependent 

of whether the acc i dent i s  i n i t i ated by a s i ng l e  event or a ser ies of events . Whether the acc i dent i s  

o f  a propagat i ng nature o r  not , i t  wou ld  not affect the maximum quant i t i es o f  p l uton i um a t  r i sk . 

5 . 1 . 27 Commen t :  

Concern was expressed that p l uton i um vapo r i zed i n  the separat i on process ma y  accumu late i n  

certa i n  areas , rema i n  undetected , and cause a c r i t i ca l i ty ,  f i re ,  or  exp los ion resu l t i ng i n  p l uton i um 

re lease . I t  was a l so stated that an exp los ion fo l lowed by a f i re has an " i ncred i b ly h igh probab i l i ty" 

of occurrence of one i n  one thousand per year ,  and shou ld  be eva l uated . 

I n  the Atomi c  Vapor Laser I sotope Separat i on (AVL I S )  system, the on l y  p l ace where p l uton i um 

vapor i zat ion occurs i s  i n  a vacuum system , wh ich prec ludes f i re or exp l os i on by exc l ud i ng oxygen . 

C r i t i ca l i ty and the poss i b l e  l ocat i ons of p l uton i um accumu l at i on w i t h i n  the separators are key 

e l ements that are factored i nto the separator des i gn .  I n  add i t ion , a cont i nuous mon i tor i ng of the 

i nventory wou ld  account for the quant i t ies and l ocat i ons of the p l uton i um .  The quant i ty of p l uton i um 

not accounted for ( due to ana l ys i s  or stat i st ica l uncerta i nt i es )  wou ld  be i nsuff i c i ent to res u l t  i n  
c r i t i ca l ity ,  even under unfavorable  cond i t i ons of geometry , moderat i on ,  ref l ect i on ,  and other 

parameters hav i ng a bear ing  on c r i t i ca l i ty .  The P l uton i um Process i ng B u i l d i ng wou ld  be des i gned to 

m i n im ize the consequences of a l l  f i res whether res u l t i ng from an exp los ion or other i n i t iat i ng events . 

5 . 1 . 28 � : 

Rev iewers stated that the S I S  F i nal  E I S  needs to thorough ly address the short-term and 

l ong-term impacts of p l uton i um sp i l l s .  

Dur ing  the pre l im i nary hazards eva l uat ion ,  acc i denta l p l uton i um sp i l l s  were eva l uated and 

found to not have as severe consequences to the env i ronment as other acc i dent categor ies  eva l uated and 

therefore were not i nc l uded in the Draft E I S .  The F i na l E I S  in Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  descr i bes a 

h igh-probab i l i ty ( i . e . ,  m i ght occur tw i ce a year)  sp i l l .  

5 . 1 . 29 Comment : 

f i res . 

Rev iewers expressed concern regard i ng the ab i l i ty of the S I S  fac i l i t i es to res ist  range 
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The S I S  fac i l i t ies  w i l l  be des igned to w ithstand the effects of f i res of both externa l and 

i ntern a l  o r i g i n  at any of the three proposed s i tes . Because of the desert env i ronment at the I NEL and 

Hanford , the fue l load i ng for a range f i re is low .  The S I S  des ign wou l d  compensate for the forest 

env i ronment at the Savannah R i ver P l ant ( SRP ) locat i on .  The projects ' f i re-f i ght i ng system ( i . e . ,  

tra i ned f i re br i gade and approp r i ate equ i pment)  wou ld  a l so m i n im ize  the poss i b l e  impact of a range 

f i re on S I S  fac i l i t i e s .  

5 . 1 . 30 Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed concern that the add i t i on of the S I S  Project to the I NEL wou ld  i ncrease 

the threat of terror i sm and theft of p l uton i um .  They a l so noted that terror i sm was not cons i dered i n  

the Draft E I S .  

Safeguards and secur i ty measures to m i t igate terror i sm are d i scussed i n  Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 5  of the 

Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S .  Any re lease of p l uton i um resu l t i ng from an act of terror i sm wou ld  be 

bounded by the ca l cu l ated re l eases from the des i gn-bas i s  f i re and the severe fac i l i ty acc i dent wh ich  

are  eva l uated i n  t h i s  E I S .  I n  add i t ion , a l l  DOE s i tes i ncorporate state-of-the-art sec u r i ty systems 

and ut i l i ze response teams whose personne l a re tra ined to ma i nt a i n  a h igh l eve l of read i ness and 

competence to res i st terror i st attack and/or i n f i ltrat i on .  These phys i ca l  and admi n i strat ive systems 

and forces coup led w i th the des i gn of the S I S  fac i l i t ies wou ld  m i n im i ze any potent i a l  threat of 

terro r i st act i v i ty i nc l ud ing p l uton i um theft . The threat of terror i sm and theft of p l uton i um i s  

cons i dered i n  deve lop ing  the des i gn o f  safeguards and secur ity measures . 

5 . 1 . 3 1  Comment : 

Rev iewers stated that the Draft E I S  d i d  not address severa l acc ident scena r i os i n c l ud ing 

vacuum col lapse of i nterconnect i ng separators l ead i ng to a i r  i n f l ux and subsequent f i re .  

The separator i s  located w i t h i n  an i nert atmosphere i n s ide the l i ne box . A fa i l u re of the 

vacuum system wou ld  a l l ow on ly  i nert gas i nto the separator to come i nto contact w ith  p l uton i um .  Even '  

i f  a i r  were i ntroduced to the  system, the consequences wou ld  not exceed those for  the  postu lated f i re 

i n  a s i ng le area presented i n  Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  

5 . 1 . 3 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the Draft E I S  shou ld eva luate a "vo lcan i c  acc i dent scenar i o . "  

Vo lcan i sm as i t  re l ates to the a rea on and a round the I NEL has been amp l i f i ed i n  Sect i on 

3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the F i na l E I S .  Because of the ages of prev i ous  l ava f l ows and the locat i ons of I NEL 

fac i l i t ies , safety-re l ated prob l ems due to vo lcan i c  effects are not ant i c i pated . Potent i a l  vo l can i c  

events a re a l so usua l ly assoc i ated w ith  precursory events such a s  loca l i zed defonmat i on ,  se i sm i c  

act i v i ty ,  and fum i n g .  Geo log i c  and geophys i ca l  mon i to r i ng wou ld  ass i st i n  i dent i fy i ng potent i a l  

threats to fac i l i t ies  t o  a l low order ly  shutdown t o  b e  imp lemented . 
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5 . 1 . 33 � : 

Concern was expressed that poss i b l e  catastroph i c  env i ronmenta l damage wou l d  occur during 

t ransportat i on of t he p l uton i um and storage of the wast e .  

The transportat i on r i sk as desc r ibed i n  the Draft E I S  ( Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 3  and Append i x  A )  i s  

very sma l l .  The i nformat i on has been mod i f i ed i n  the F i na l E I S  to i nc l ude the t ransport of the S I S  

by-product and transura n i c  ( TRU )  waste . The annua l rad i o log ica l r i sk of acc idents for a l l  projected 
-4 -5 S I S s h i pments is ca lcu lated to be 1 . 3 x 10 cancer deaths and 5 . 9  x 10 genet i c  effects . The 

annua l rad i o log ica l r i sk of transport acc i dents i nc l udes potent i a l ly catast roph i c  acc i dents ( i n 

Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 3  of the F i n a l  E I S )  i nvo l v i ng the transport of p l uton i um .  The on ly S I S-generated wastes 

that wou ld be stored ( i . e . , for more than 90 days ) at the I NEL  wou ld cons i st of TRU waste awa i t i ng 

s h i pment to the Waste I so lat i on P i lot P lant (W I PP ) ,  m i xed waste , and S I S  by-product .  Catastroph i c  

damage cou ld not occur w i th respect t o  T R U  waste and m i xed waste because o f  t h e  lack o f  an i n i t i at i ng 

event or sequence of events that wou ld cause d i spersa l of s ign i f icant quant i t ies of mater i a l .  I n  the 

event of an acc i dent i nvo l v i ng storage of by-product mater i a l i n  a spec i a l ly des i gned vau l t ,  the 

consequences wou ld not exceed those d i scussed for the postu l ated c r i t i ca l i ty acc i dent descr i bed i n  
Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1 .  

5 . 1 . 34 � : 

I t  was requested that the F i n a l  E I S  i n c l ude an ana lys i s  of an exp los i on of externa l or i g i n  

w i th fa i l ure of a l l ,  rather than se lected , safety features . 

The S I S  p l uton i um fac i l i t i es wou ld be Category I structure [as def i ned i n  the DOE - I D  

Arc h i tectura l Eng i neer ing  (A-E ) Standards] and wou ld  b e  des i gned i n  accordance w i th DOE Order 
6430 . 1A .  As descr i bed in the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  in Sect ion 2 . 1 . 3 ,  exter iors of Category 

structures are des i gned to w ithstand des ign-bas i s  w i nds and tornadoes and prec l ude the penetrat ion of 

tornado-generated m i s s i les . An exp los i on externa l to S I S  fac i l i t ies  wou ld not l i ke ly  generate 

pressures greater than the des ign-bas i s  w i nd or w i nd-dr i ven m i s s i les wh ich  are more penet rat i ng than 

those generated by the des i gn-bas i s  tornado . Therefore , even i f  an externa l  exp los ion w i th fa i l ure of 

the HEPA f i lters were to occur ,  the consequences wou ld not exceed those of the severe fac i l i ty 

acc i dent desc r i bed i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 2 .  S imu ltaneous fa i lure of a l l  des i gn safety features due to an 

externa l exp los ion is not reasonab ly foreseeab le  based on cred i b le sc i ent i f ic ev i dence and i s  

therefore not assessed i n  the F i na l E I S .  

5 . 1 . 35 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the Draft E I S  d i d  not i nc l ude enough i n forma t i on for acc i dent ana lys i s  

t o  determ i ne i f  acc i dents presented are the worst that can b e  reasonab ly postu lated . For examp l e ,  was 

the potent i a l  p l uton i um i nventory of the Stand-A lone Storage Vau l t  con s i dered in the ana lys i s  of 

earthquake impacts?  

Add i t i ona l i n format i on cover i ng a range of acc i dents from h i gh probab i l i ty ,  low consequence 

to very low probab i l i ty ,  h i gh consequence acc i dents has been added to Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 of the F i na l E I S .  

The added i nformat ion covers qua l i tat ive ly  the types of acc i dents eva l uated , the i r  re lat i ve 
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probab i l i t ies  and postu lated consequences . Both the S I S  and the Stand-A lone Vau lt  were con s i dered i n  

the eva l uat i on .  The i nformat i on presented i nd i cated how the worst ( o r  most severe) acc i dent was 
se l ected . I n  add i t i on to cons i der i ng a severe acc i dent assoc i ated exc l us i ve ly  w i t h  t he S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  

and i n  response t o  concerns that a l l s ign i f i cant acc i dents b e  con s i dered i n  the E I S ,  a d i scuss i on of a 

l ow probab i l i ty acc i dent occurr i ng s imu l taneous ly at I daho Chem i c a l  Process i ng P l ant has a l so been 

i nc l uded in Sect ion  4 . 1 . 4 of the F i n a l  E I S .  A l though other acc i dents cou l d  be postu l ated for the S I S ,  

i t  i s  be l ieved that none , based on sc i ent i f i ca l ly cred i b l e  ev i denc e ,  wou l d  b e  i dent i f i ed w i th h i gher 

consequences than  those presented for the severe acc i dent in Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 2  of the F i na l  E I S .  See 
the response to comment 5 . 1 . 2 1  for add i t i on a l  d i scuss i on of severe acc i dent ana lys i s .  

The p l uton i um i n  the Stand-Alone Storage Vau l t  was not i n c l uded i n  the ana lys i s  o f  the 

postu l ated DBE fo l lowed by f i re acc i dent because a l l  des ign safety features assoc i a ted w i th the 

storage of p l uton i um in the vau l t  ( e . g . , the vau l t  and s torage racks )  a re des i gned to prec l ude any 

re lease caused by the acce l erat i ons up to and i nc l ud i ng those assoc i ated w i th the DBE . The occurrence 

of an earthquake greater than the DBE i s  not reasonab ly  foreseeab l e  based on current c red i b l e  

sc i ent i f i c  ev i dence . W i th the except ion  o f  i ns u l at i on o n  i nstrument w i r i n g ,  there are n o  combust i b les 
in the vau l t , no chem i ca l  react i ons conducted , nor any p l uton i um in an ox i d i zab l e  form . and the 
p l uton i um i s  t r i p l e  conta i ned . There i s  no cred i b le  mechan i sm for propagat i on of an acc i dent from the 
PPB to the Stand-Alone Vau l t  (or  v i ce versa ) ; nor any reasonab ly  foreseeab l e  mechan i sm for d i spers i ng 

p l uton i um from the vau l t .  Therefore , as prev ious ly  stated . the consequences of any reasonably 

foreseeab le  acc i dents i nvo l v i ng the Stand-A l one Vau l t  are bounded by the consequences of the severe 

acc i dent d i scussed in the E I S .  

5 . 1 . 36 Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed the i r  conv i ct ion that the mere presence of the S I S  P roject creates an 

unacceptab l e  r i sk ,  because acc i dents are go i ng to happen . I t  was a l so stated that the S I S  Project 

i ncreases the probab i l i ty for terror i sm and acc i dent . 

The mere presence o f  a fac i l i ty i s  not a contr i butory r i sk and therefore cannot b e  j udged a s  

e i ther acceptab l e  or unaccepta b l e .  The purpose o f  a n  E I S  i s  t o  assess the potent i a l  env i ronment a l  

consequences o f  t h e  proposed act i on a n d  i t s  reasonab l e  a l terna t i ves . I n  the assessment of 

env i ronmenta l  consequences . as demonstrated by Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S .  

acc i dents are postu l ated t o  occur t o  prov ide i nput t o  the dec i s i on-maker on the potent i a l  

env i ronmenta l  consequences o f  acc i dents i f  they were t o  occur . 

Any re l ease of p l uton i um resu l t i ng from an act of terror i sm wou l d  be bounded by the 

ca lcu l ated re leases from the des ign-bas i s  f i re and the severe fac i l i ty acc i dent eva l uated in Sect ion 

4 . 1 . 3 of the E I S .  I n  add i t ion , the I N EL . and part i c u l ar ly the I daho Chem i ca l Proces s i ng P l ant ( I CPP ) . 

i ncorporate state-of-the-art secur i ty systems and response teams whose personne l  are tra i ned to 

ma i n ta i n  a h i gh l evel  of read i ness and competence to res i st terror i st attack and/or i n f i l trat i on .  
These phys i ca l  and adm i n i strat ive  systems and forces app l i ed to the S I S  fac i l i t i es wou l d  m i n im i ze the 

env i ronmenta l  impact of any terror i st act i v i ty .  Refer to response to comment 5 . 1 . 1 .  

5 . 1 . 37 Comment :  

Rev i ewers be l ieved that acc idents , pr imar i ly because of the human error factor and the 

fa l l i b i l i ty of humans . wou ld be i nev i ta b l e .  

The S I S  P roject wou l d  be des i gned spec i f ica l ly to m i t igate or reduce t he consequences of 
acc i dent s ,  whether i n i t i ated by human fa l l i b i l i ty or other mechan i sms . The object i ve of 
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safety-re l ated des i gn ,  safety ana lyses , and other safety-re lated rev iews i s  not on l y  to reduce the 

l i ke l i hood of acc i dents but a l so to ensure that a l l  consequences to the pub l ic and the env i ronment are 

sma l l .  The purpose of an E I S  i s  to assess the envi ronmenta l  consequences of post u l ated acc i dents 
invo l v ing  the proposed act i on .  The resu lts  of postu l ated acc i dents presented i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 of the 

Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S  show that even for extreme ly low-probab i l i ty acc i dents hav i ng sc ient i f i c  

cred i b i l i ty ,  the consequences wou ld b e  sma l l .  

5 . 1 . 38 Comment : 

Concerns were expressed over poss i b le contam i nat i on of groundwate r ,  r i vers , or streams i n  the 

event of a transportat i on or fac i l ity acc ident and the resu l t i ng potent i a l  impacts on tour i sm ,  

recreat ion ,  and agr i c u l ture .  

The des i gn of the S I S  fac i l i t ies  prec l udes l i qu i d  rad ioact i ve eff l uents , i nc l ud ing those from 

acc idents , from be ing d i scharged to the env i ronment . For each of the acc idents presented i n  Sect ions 
4 . 1 . 3 . 1  and 4 . 1 . 3 . 2  of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  the acc identa l re l ease wou l d  be to the 

atmosphere . Consequence mode l i ng ( i . e . , ca lcu lat i ons of rad io log i ca l  doses to i n d i v idua l s )  takes i nto 

con s i derat i on the i n ha lat ion of re leased mater i a l  as we l l  as the i ngest ion of the re leased mater i a l  

through contam i nated food and water . Resu lts of the consequence ana l yses performed do not i nd i cate 

that groundwater ,  r i vers , or  streams wou ld be contami nated as a resu lt  of the S I S  Project acc i dent s .  

Fac i l i ty acc i dents hav i ng the potent i a l  for the h i ghest consequences are presented i n  
Sect ions 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  anq '  4 . 1 . 3 . 2  o f  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S . The consequences o f  these acc i dents 

as stated i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  of the F i n a l  E I S  wou ld not be of suff i c i ent magn i tude to requ i re costs 

for m i t i gat i on and thus wou l d  not requ i re decontam i nat ion ,  nor cause crop and m i lk  d i sposa l ,  
evacuat ion , and land-use proh i b i t i on . The fac i l i ty acc i dents wou l d  have sma l l  impact and therefore 

wou l d  not impact tou r i sm ,  recreat ion , or agr i c u l tu re .  

W i th respect to PQtent i a l  contam i na t i on of ground o r  surface waters from potent i a l  acc i dents 

invo lv i ng the transport of p l uton i um ,  potent i a l  contam i nat ion of surface water wou ld be extreme ly  

un l i ke ly ,  as a comb i nat ion of severe impact and  f i re i s  requ i red to  cause re l ease of p l uton i um from a 

safe secure transport ( SST) --severe f i res exceed i ng the NRC test f i re do not occur i n  water .  

Potent i a l  contam i nat ion of  groundwater wou ld  a l so be  extreme ly un l ike ly as s h i pments of  p l uton i um 

i nvo l ve a lmost exc lus i ve ly i n so l ub l e  mater i a l s  and some mechan i sm must ex ist  for a mater i a l ,  

regard less of i t s  chem i ca l  form , to penetrate soi l over a long per iod of t ime and eventua l ly reach the 

groundwater . 

5 . 1 . 39 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  Draft E I S  needs to i nc l ude the cost assoc i ated w ith  d i fferent

magn i tude acc i dents , i nc l ud i ng those for transportat i o n ,  process i ng ,  and storage . 

For the postu l ated fac i l i ty acc i dents hav i ng the h i ghest consequences , presented i n  Sect i ons 

4 . 1 . 3 . 1  and 4 . 1 . 3 . 2 ,  the acc idents wou ld  not re l ease rad ioact i v i ty suff i c i ent to requ i re costs for 

off s i t e  m i t i gat i on ( a l so  see the response to comment 5 . 1 . 38 ) . S imi l a r l y ,  acc i dents of l ower magn i tude 
wou ld a l so not requ i re costs for offs i te m i t igat i on .  The potent i a l  costs of a severe transport 

acc ident i nvo l v i ng p l uton i um wou ld be bounded by the costs ident i f i ed in the NRC ' s  F i n a l  E I S  on the 

transportat i on of rad i oact i ve mater i a l  by a i r  and other modes ( N UREG-0 170 ) . Lesser magn i tude 
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transport acc i dents wou ld resu l t  i n  s i gn i f i cant ly lower costs . Acc i dents i nvo lv i ng the potent i a l  
storage of S I S  by-product , wh i ch  are con s i dered t o  be bound i ng for the storage o f  m i xed waste , wou ld  

not  be  exceeded by  the consequences of  the  c r i t ica l i ty acc i dent presented i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  of t he 

Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  The re leases assoc i ated w i t h  t he postu lated c r i t ica l i ty acc i dent wou ld  

not be  great enough to  requ i re costs for offs ite  m i t igat ion . 

5 . 1 . 40 Comment :  

Statements were made concern i ng the negat i ve impact of the S I S  Pro ject on the env i ronment and 

that the consequences of an earthquake wou l d  be devastat ing (a spec i f i c  comment addressed a potent i a l  
p l uton i um l eak to the aqu i fer and another quest i oned the potent i a l  impact on waste hand l i ng , 

process i ng ,  and storage ) . I t  was stated that the S I S  Project wou ld negat i ve ly affect tour i sm and 
agr i c u l ture in the area . Others stated that there is a potent i a l  for an acc i dent on the h i ghways when 

transport ing  p l uton i um to and from the I N E L .  

Sect ion 2 . 1 . 3  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  states that Category I structures wOll ld be 

des igned to prec l ude undue r i sk to operat i ng personne l ,  the env i ronment , and offs ite  popu lat i ons 

dur ing norma l and abnorma l operat ing cond i t ion s .  The S I S  Category I fac i l i t ies  wou l d  be des igned to 

w i thstand a DBE hav i ng a res u l tant vert i ca l  bedrock acce 'lerat ion of 0 . 16g and a hor i zonta l  bedrock 

acce l erat i on of 0 . 24g . Peak acce l erat ions for 100- and 1000-year return per iods have been est irrlated 
to be 0 . 073g and 0 . 14g for the southeast sect ions of the I NEL . These acce l erat ions are we l l  be low 

those used as the des i gn bas i s .  Even so , the impacts o f  a re lease fo l low i ng a DBE were calcu l ated . 

The resu lts , presented i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 1 ,  i n d i cate m i n ima l impacts ,  even us i ng h i gh ly conservat i ve 
assumpt i ons . Impacts of spec i f i c  operat ional  act i v i t i es , such as waste load i ng/un load i n g ,  proces s i n g ,  

and storage are bounded by the acc i dent ana l yzed and t herefore are not otherw i se spec i f i ca l l y 
addressed . The proposed S I S  Fac i l i ty w i l l  be constructed to cont a i n  l i qu i d  waste from postu l ated 

acc i dents , i n c l ud i ng earthquakes . A l so see the response to comment 5 . 1 . 38 regard i ng impacts  to 
tour i sm and agr i c u l ture and contam i nat ion of surface and groundwater . 

5 . 1 . 4 1 Comment : 

Rev i ewers were concerned about the c leanup after transportat i on acc i dents i nvo lv i ng powdered 

p l uton i um .  

The l i ke l i hood of a transportat i on acc i dent that wou ld  res u l t  i n  the rel ease of powdered 

p l uton i um aboard an SST i s  d i scussed i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 3 of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  wh i ch 
con c l udes that such l i ke l i hood i s  very low ( e . g . , less than 1 . 58 x 10- 1 0 ) .  The actua l  manner of 

c leanup of an acci dent i nvo l v i ng powdered p l uton i um ,  after immed i ate appropri ate response i s  taken to 

protect pub l i c  hea lth  and safety and the env i ronment ,  wou ld  be governed by app l i cab l e  NRC c l eanup 
c r i ter i a .  Methods of c leanup wou l d  i n c l ude remova l of top so i l  or pavement as wel l as efforts to 

further l im i t  d i spers ion . See the response to comment 5 . 29 . 93 for add i t ion a l  i nformat i on .  

5 . 1 . 42 Comment : 

Rev i ewers addressed the genera l  top ic  of potent i a l  impacts of S I S  Pro ject acc i dents on the 

reg i on surround ing the I N EL . Some i n d i cated that the impacts of the Des i gn-Bas i s  Acc i dents ( DBAs ) 

were shown i n  the Draft E I S  to be m i n imal and wou ld  not requ i re large re l ocat i ons  o f  offs i te  

popu lat ions or other acute measures . Others reg i stered concerns about the potent i a l  long- l i ved , 

w i despread , and severe negat ive  impact of acc i dents on the env i ronment , i nc l ud i ng human l i fe . 
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The ca lcu lated consequences of these acc i dents ident i f i ed i n  Sect ion 4 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and 

the F i n a l  E I S show that there wou l d  be no s i gn i f icant phys ica l  or b i o log ica l  impacts on the env i rons 

or to current or future generat ions . 

5 . 1 . 43 Comment : 

It was stated that long-term storage of TRU waste at the I NEL  i s  a rea l poss i b i l i ty ,  and that 

due to I NEL ' s  waste storage record , the effects of a leakage i nto the Snake R i ver P la i n  aqu i fer must 

be eva l uated . Effects wou ld i nc lude crop damage and loss of property va lue .  

DOE p l ans to transport a l l  current ly stored and new ly generated TRU waste to the WIPP  i n  New 

Mex ico , as stated i n  i t s  Record of Dec i s ion prepared for the WIPP  ( DOE/E I S-0026 ) .  DOE i s  current ly 

work i ng w i th the Nat iona l Academy of Sc i ences to address exper imentat i on and research act i v i t ies  

support ing the  performance assessment be ing conducted to  demonstrate comp l iance w i th EPA  d i sposa l 
standards for TRU waste (40  CFR 19 1 ) . I n  add i t ion , W IPP  w i l l  comp ly w i th a l l  app l i cab le  requ i rements 

of the Resource Conserva t i on and Recovery Act ( RCRA) . DOE i s  current ly  work ing w i : h  the EPA and the 

State of New Mex i co to reso l ve uncerta i n t i es regard ing the procedures for obta i n i ng a RCRA perm i t  for 

W IPP . 

I n  the u n l ike ly event that the WIPP  performance assess��nt i nd i cates that the WIPP  i s  

unsu itab le  for the d i sposa l of TRU waste , DOE wou ld undertake stud ies  and eva l uat ions t o  determ i ne 

acceptab le  a l ternat i ves . These a lternat i ves wou l d  be covered by a separate Nat iona l Env i ronmenta l 

Po l i cy Act ( NEPA) rev i ew .  Assessments of a l terna t i ves t o  the W I P P  as part o f  the S I S  E I S  are not 

con s i dered approp r i ate , as ( 1 )  DOE has not rece i ved any ev idence nor has it been made aware of any 

sc i ent i f i c  study wh ich negates cont i n u i ng to p l an for the d i sposa l of TRU waste at the WIPP , and ( 2 )  

the W I PP has been and wou ld cont i nue to be the subject o f  a separate N EPA rev i ew .  

Current TRU storage pract ices a t  the I NEL recogn i ze the poten t i a l  for contam i nat ion of 
groundwater and accord i n g ly ,  a l l  TRU waste is stored on covered aboveground pads . The pract i ce of 

p lac i ng TRU waste i n  sha l low landf i l l s was stopped i n  the early 1970s . The storage of TRU waste for 

over 25 years at the I NEL  has not resu l ted in e i ther crop damage or the loss of property va l ues . 

Potent i a l  impacts of S I S-generated waste at the I NEL are d i scussed i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 2 . 3  of the F i na l  

E I S .  DOE I daho i s  undertak i ng a program ( DOE- I D  Bur ied Waste Programs ) to eva l uate v i ab le  opt ions  for 

the TRU waste stored at the I NEL . These eva l uat ions wou l d  focus on measures to prevent or m i n im ize 

groundwater contam i na t i on .  

5 . 1 . 44 � : 

It was noted that the Draft E I S  needed to address the probab i l i ty of an acc i denta l  weapon 

detonat ion .  

The S I S  process does not produce or process p l uton i um i n  a form or a conf i gurat i on that wou ld 

make nuc lear-weapon-type detonat ion pos s i b l e .  Therefore a d i scuss i on of a poss i b le nuc lear detonat i on 

i s  not i nc l uded i n  the Draft or F i na l  E I S .  
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5 . 1 . 45 Comment :  

Rev i ewers compared the potent i a l  consequences of S I S  acc i dents to those of acc i dents i n  
reactors such as Three M i l e I s l and and Chernobyl . 

The source terms and re lease fract ions used i n  the acc i dent consequence ana lyses for the E I S  
were chosen to be conservat ive ly  h igh . Re lease fract ions are h i gh ly dependent on the phys ica l  and 

chem i ca l  form of the p l uton i um and upon the phys ica l  or chem i c a l  propert i es of the env i ronment to 

wh i ch the p l uton i um i s  be i ng sub jected at the t ime release occurs ( see the response to comment 

5 . 1 . 1 1 ) . The processes i n  wh ich  p l uton i um wou l d  be used at the S I S  fac i l i t ies  are much d i fferent from 
those of a nuc lear reactor such as Three M i l e  I s l and or Chernobyl or other commerc i a l  nuc lear i ndustry 

fac i l i t i es and therefore cannot be compared e i ther d i rect ly or i nd i rect ly w i th respect to release 

fract ions or consequences . 

W i t h i n  th i s  E I S ,  a post u l ated severe acc i dent i s  assessed i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 2  of the F i na l  E I S  

wh i ch  has a n  est imated probab i l i ty o f  occurrence of less than 1 x 10-6 per year . Wh i l e other 
potent i a l  acc i dent scenar ios can be postu l ated , it is not be l i eved that an acc i dent can be postu l ated 

that wou l d  resu l t  in h i gher reasonab ly foreseeab le  consequences and wh ich  i s  based on "cred i b l e  

sc ient i f ic ev i dence" as requ i red by 40 CFR 1502 . 22 .  Add it iona l i nformat i on on postu lated acc i dents 

and probab i l i t i es is presented in Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 of the F i na l  E I S .  

5 . 1 . 46 Comment : 

I t  was stated that acc i dents have happened at the INEL , c i t i ng the SL-1  acc i dent ,  three ICPP  

c r i t i ca l i ty i nc i dents , and  contam i nat ion of three I NEL workers i n  March 1988 , as examp les . Others 

ques t i oned whether some reactors have been a l l owed to exp lode or me l t  at the I NEL . 

Acc i dents and  i nc i dents i nvo l v i ng nuc lear mater i a l s  have happened at the I NEL dur i ng i ts some 

39 years of operat ion .  By  far  the most ser i ous  was the SL-1  reactor acc i den c of  1961 , wh ich  k i l led 

three i nd i v i dua l s .  That acc i dent i nvo lved a uran i um-fue led demonstrat i on reactor , wh i ch  i n  no way 

resemb les any operat i on or process emp loyed at the S I S  fac i l i t ie s .  The env i ronment a l  effects o f  that 

acc i dent were neg l i g i b l e ,  and there was no s i gn i f i cant rad i at ion exposure to any offs i te popu lat i on 

from the sma l l  rad i oact i ve re l ease assoc i ated w i th the acc i dent i tse l f ,  or dur ing  the 

severa l -month- l ong acc i dent ana l ys i s  and recovery phases that fo l lowed . 

The DOE recogn i zes i ts respons i b i l i t ies to des ign and operate i ts fac i l i t i es i n  a safe 

manne r .  S i nce i ts  beg i nn i ng ,  the INEL  has been a nat i on a l  test s i te for advanced reactor des ign and 

concepts .  Ear l ier test i ng invo l ved operat i ons at the lead i ng edge of known techno logy w i th respect to 

core d i srupt i ve acc i dents invo l v i ng rap i d  react i v i ty excurs i ons . Later extens i ve test i ng of prototype 

reactor fuel  under acc i dent cond i t i ons was rout i ne at test reactors ; tests i n c l uded those at the Loss 

of F l u i d  Test ( LOFT ) Fac i l i ty ,  Power Burst Fac i l i ty ( PBF ) , and Trans i ent Reactor Test Fac i l i ty 

(TREAT ) . The PBF and TREAT tests were done i n  a contro l led env i ronment i ns i de a test veh i c l e  wh ich  

prec l uded damage to the  test reactor .  

There have been on ly  n i ne occurrences at the INEL  s i nce 1949 that i nvo l ved test reactor core 

damage , i nc l ud i ng part i a l  me ltdowns .  On l y  f i ve of those occurrences were unp l anned , and those 

occurred pr ior  to 1963 . None of the occurrences resu lted i n  rad i o l og i c a l  re l ease or i n jury to the 
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pUb l ic .  I n  norma l reactor operat i on ,  c l add i ng fa i l ure can be detected ear ly enough to a l low t ime ly 

rep l acement of the defect i ve fue l  e l ement before a s i gn i f i cant re lease of f i s s i on products i nto the 

pr imary system occurs . 

Three acc idental c r i t i ca l i t i es have occurred i n  the 37 years of operat i on of the I CPP . 
Because they occurred i n  rad i a t i on s h i e l ded process areas , there were no i n j u r i e s ,  no property damage , 
or long-term effects on the env i ronment . The i nvest i gat ion i nto these acc i dents has led to a number 

of improvements i n  p lant c r i t ica l i ty safety . However ,  the operat i on of the I CPP process and the 

operat ion of the S I S  P roject are ent i re l y  d i fferen t ;  therefore , past operat ions at the I CPP are not 

d i rect ly app l i cab l e  to the proposed act i on of operat ion of the S I S  Project . 

M i nor i nc i dents i nvo l v i ng rad ioact i ve contam i nat ion of operat i ng personne l have occurred at 

the I CPP and other I NEL  fac i l i t ies . These i nc i dents have on ly rarely res u l ted i n  externa l or i ntern a l  

rad iat ion exposures i n  excess o f  m i n imum DOE and E P A  gu i de l i nes , and n o  detectab l e  effects have 

res u l ted from any such i nc i dent . 

5 . 1 . 4 7  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the worst-case scenar ios do not adequate ly  descr i be the potent i a l  
r i sks ¥or laypersons , part i c u l ar ly w i th regard to "unf i l tered" offs i te rad iat ion re leases . 

For the postu l ated severe fac i l i ty acc ident w i th an unf i l tered re lease , presented i n  Sect i on 

4 . 1 . 3 . 2  of the F i na l  E I S ,  the rad io log i ca l dose to a hypothet i ca l  person who wou l d  rec e i ve the h i ghest 

rad i at i on dose and to the popu lat i on res i d i ng w i t h i n  a 50-mi le rad i us of the I NEL  are 270 m i l l i rem and 

75 person-rem , respect i ve ly .  The 2 70  m i l l i rem i s  we l l  w i th i n  the standards used by  the  NRC  for  the 

s i t i ng of a commerc i a l  nuc lear 

40 m i l l i rem that an i n d i v i dua l 
effects to the pop u l at ion as a 

fata l i t i es . 

5 . 1 . 4B Comment : 

reactor ( 2 5 , 000 m i l l i rem, or 25 rem) and may be compared to the 30 to 

m ight rece i ve from a fu l l -body x-ray or scan . The calcu l ated hea lth  
-2  resu l t  of the occurrence of the acc i dent are 2 . 1  x 10  cancer 

It was stated that a r i sk methodo logy needs to be i dent i f i ed and ca lcu l at iona l methods and 

computer output for add i t i ve r i sks need to be made ava i lab le  to i nterested part i es . 

For the F i n a l  E I S ,  the probab i l i t ies  of occurrence assoc i ated w i t h  fac i l i ty acc i dents hav i ng 
the h i ghest consequences , i n c l ud i ng the severe acc ident , have been i nc l uded i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 3 . 1 .  R i sks  

assoc i ated w i th these acc i dents may be  obt a i ned by  mu lt i p l y i ng the  pre l im i nary probab i l i ty by the 

consequences . R i sk methodo log i es to account for add i t i ve r i sks (mu l t i p l e  r i sks  wh ich  are added 

together) cannot be determ i ned w i thout def i n i ng the r i sks to be i n c l uded ; for examp l e ,  it i s  not known 

whether the r i sk of an emp l oyee at the S I S  Project dr i v ing  to and from work shou l d  be i n c l uded . 

Genera l ly ,  the add i t i ve r i sks assoc i ated w i th nuc lear fac i l i t ies  are con s i dered to be extreme ly low 

when compared to other r i sks encountered in da i ly l i fe . 

5 . 1 . 49 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that there i s  a r i sk of acc i denta l contam i nat ion of p l uton i um hydr ide i n  the 

P l uton i um Process i ng Bu i l d i ng ( P P B )  and asked about the impact of a nuc lear c r i t i ca l i ty excurs ion .  

5 . 1 - 1 B  
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The hydr i d i ng ( the chem i ca l react ion of p l uton i um w ith  hydrogen ) of p l uton i um wou ld be 

performed in c losed vesse l s  conta i ned i n  g love boxes . P l uton i um hydr i d i ng operat i ons have been 

successfu l ly performed on a rout i ne bas i s  at DOE fac i l i t ies  w i thout contam i nat i on i n c i dents . W i t h  

respect to a potent i a l  c r i t i c a l i ty o f  p l uton i um hydr i de ,  a m i n imum c r i t i c a l  mass i s  1 2  k i lograms . The 

m i n i mum cr i t i c a l  mass  i s  l arge due to the fact that the moderat i ng effect of the hydrogen i s  not 

suff i c i ent to overcome the reduced bu lk  dens i ty effect . The hydr id i ng step i n  the S I S  process f low 

wou l d  be ma i nta i ned far be low the m i n imum cr i t i ca l  mass . 
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5 . 2  ALTERNAT IVES  

5 . 2 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat ion  ( S I S ) a l ternat i ve wou l d  be the safest , wou l d  

be t h e  l east  expen s i ve ,  wou l d  produce l ess  waste , and wou l d  best conserve o u r  natura l resources . 

Others stated that the S I S  Project has the h i ghest cost , does not just i fy the b i l l i on-do l l ar p r i c e  

tag , and i s  t h e  most hazardous o f  t h e  a l ternat i ves . 

The Atom i c  Vapor Laser I sotope Separat i on (AVL I S ) techno l ogy was chosen b y  t h e  u . S .  Department 

of Energy ( DOE ) as t he preferred techno logy as descr i bed in Sect i ons  1 . 1 . 4 and 2 . 5 . 1  of the Draft 

Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) and the F i na l  E I S .  As stated , cost was not the s o l e  factor 

cons i dered however , DOE con s i ders the S I S  Project to  be a safe , cost-effect i ve means  to  prov i de 

weapon-grade p l uton i um wh i l e meet i ng the object i ves of cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and t echno l og i c a l  

d i vers i ty .  A s  descr i bed i n  Sect i ons  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 ,  and 4 . 3  o f  t h e  Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S ,  t here are 

no s i gn i f i cant env i ronment a l  impact s  from construc t i on and operat i on of the S I S  Project . The 

no-act i on a l ternat i ve and reactor-dependent methods do not meet t he techno l og i ca l  d i vers i ty and 

f l ex i b i l i ty object i ves . The un i t  cost of mater i a l  from S I S  i s  comparab l e  to t he u n i t  cost of scrap 

recovery and l ess  t han the un i t  cost of b l en d i ng if the cost of reproces s i ng  i s  i nc l uded . 

5 . 2 . 2  Comment :  

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  prov i ded i nadequate just i f i cat i on for reject i ng  a l l  product ion 

a l ternat i ves to the S I S  fac i l i ty .  The o p i n i on was expressed that the a l ternat i ves  were not deemed 

reasonab l e  "because t hey do not accomp l i sh  the des i red object i ve in exac t l y  the same way as S I S . "  A 

more genera l i dent i f i cat i on of the need for t he S I S  Project shou l d  have been presented to a l l ow 

adequate eva l uat i on of a l ternat i ves . 

As requ i red by the Counc i l  on Env i ronmenta l Qua l i ty ( CEQ ) regu lat i ons  for imp lement i ng the 

procedura l prov i s i ons  of the Nat i on a l  Env i ronment a l  Po l i cy Act ( N EPA ) [40  CFR 1 502 . 14 ( a ) ] , DOE , 

w i t h i n  Sect i on 2 . 5 . 2  of the Draft E I S ,  b r i e f l y  d i scussed the reasons why other product i on a l ternat i ves 

to  the S I S  were not con s i dered to be reasonab l e .  T h i s  sect i on has been expanded i n  the F i n a l  E I S .  

Ach i ev i ng the object i ves of a con t i ngent and techno log i ca l ly d i verse source o f  weapon-grade p l uton i um 

and f l ex i b i l i ty t o  respond to approved needs for weapon-grade p l uton i um are part of the under l y i ng 

rat i ona l e  for the proposed act i on and have not been pos i ted to s imp l y  d i sm i ss a l ternat i ves . Pos i t i ng  

the  need for  t he S I S  Project i n  a more genera l way , such  as  prov i d i ng  on l y  a cont i ngency source of  

weapon-grade p l uton i um beyond the 1990s , i s  i ncomp l ete . Techno l og ica l d i vers i ty i s  a l so needed to 

m i n i m i ze the techno l og i ca l  dependency wh ich  has  constra i ned the DOE  nuc lear defense product i on 

process . See the response to comment 5 . 2 . 1  for add i t iona l i n format i on . 

5 . 2 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that some a l ternat i ves  that do not depend on ex i st i ng product i on reactors , 

i nc l ud i ng p l uton i um recyc l ed from ret i red weapons and from I ntermed i ate Nuc l ear Force ( I N F ) Treaty 

weapons reduct i ons , were not eva l uated in deta i l ,  and that a l ternat i ves were rejected for i n suff i c i ent 

reasons . 

5 . 2 - 1  
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Sect i on 2 . 5 . 2  of t he Draft E I S  and t he F i na l  E I S  d i scusses other weapon-grade p l uton i um 

product i on a l ternat i ves to the construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  Project and prov i des a br i ef 

d i scus s i on of why t he a l ternat i ves iden t i f i ed are not con s i dered by DOE to be reasonab l e  a l ternat i ves 

to  the S I S  Project . As stated in Sect i on 2 . 5 . 2  of the F i na l  E I S , recyc l i ng of weapon-grade p l uton i um 

from ret i red weapons ,  wh i ch i n c l udes those d i smant led as a res u l t  of treat i es and agreements , pro v i des 

no new weapon-grade p l uton i um to t he stockp i l e .  

The ava i l ab i l i ty of weapon-grade p l uton i um a s  a resu l t  of future agreements l im i t i ng nuc l ear  

weapons  i s  specu lat i ve .  Future agreements do not represent an assured source of weapon-grade 

p l uton i um ,  nor do t hey reso l ve the need to pro v i de a cont i ngency capab i l i ty to  produce new mater i a l  i f  

agreements are abrogated . 

5 . 2 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the a l ternat i ves i n  Sect i on 2 . 5 . 2  of t he Draft E I S  are not a l ternat i ves . 

I n  accordance w i t h  CEQ regu lat i ons  [40 CFR 1 502 . 14 ( a ) ]  for imp l ement i ng the procedura l 

prov i s i ons  of the Nat i ona l Env i ronment a l  Po l i cy Act ( N EPA ) , Sec t i on 2 . 5 . 2  of the Draft E I S  and the 

F i na l  E I S  d i scusses a l ternat i ves con s i dered but e l i m i nated from deta i l ed study and b r i ef l y  states the 

reasons for the i r  hav ing  been e l im i nated . 

5 . 2 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat the E I S  shou l d  s how t he benef i t s  to t he pub l i c hea l t h  and economy for the 

"no act i on"  and other a l ternat i ves . 

The Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S  address the env i ronment a l  impacts , i nc l u d i ng soc i oeconom i c  

impact s  assoc i ated w i t h  the construct i on and operat i on o f  the S I S  Project  ( Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 1 . 1 ) , a t  the 

I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng  Laboratory ( I NEL ) ( Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 1 ) , the Hanford S i te , and the Savannah 

R i ver P l ant ( SRP ) ( Sect i on 4 . 5 . 1 . 1 ) . The no-ac t i on a l ternat i ve does not ref l ect a c hange from 

ex i s t i ng  DOE operat i ons . For add i t i ona l i nformat i on , refer to the response to comment 5 . 2 . 6 .  

5 . 2 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the  no-act ion  a l ternat i ve ana l ys i s  s hou l d  be expanded and t hat the  

consequences of no act i on are  more severe t han stated i n  the Draft E I S . Rev i ewers stated that  the 

no-act i on a l ternat i ve was not adequate ly  cons i dered by DOE and that less menta l s tress ,  reduced 

nuc l ear weapons ,  and no new nuc l ear waste wou l d  res u l t  from no act i on . 

The compa r i son of a l ternat i ve s ,  i nc l ud i ng no act ion , i n  Sect i on  2 . 6  and i n  t he Summary Sect ion  

of the E I S  i n d i oates t hat the  no-aot i on a l ternat i ve wou l d  not  prov i de the needed leve l of cont i ngency , 

f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and t echno l og i ca l  d i vers i ty as wou l d  t he S I S  P roject . 

5 . 2-2 
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The no-act i on a l ternat i ve as def i ned i n  the E I S  wou l d  be n e i ther an e l im i nat i on of nuc l ear  

weapons nor  the  cessat i on  of the product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um .  I t  wou l d  not necessa r i l y  

reduce nuc l ear  waste generat i on .  The no-act i on a l ternat i ve wou l d  be a cont i nuat i on of c urrent DOE 

pract i ces  for the product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um as descr i bed in more deta i l i n  severa l 

env i ronmenta l i mpact statements  referenced i n  Sect i ons  2 . 4  and 4 . 4  of the E I S .  The potent i a l  impact 

of menta l stress or the n umber of nuc l ear weapons i rrespect i ve of the def i n i t i on of no act i on i s  

beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S . 

5 . 2 . 7  Comment :  

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  and the cho i ce of hea r i ng l ocat i ons  were b i ased toward 

l ocat i ng the S I S  Fac i l i ty  at the I N E L  and that the other s i tes  were not ser i ous l y  con s i de red , i n  the 

sty l e  of pork-barre l po l i t i c s .  

The Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  exam i ned i n  a comparab l e  manner the env i ronmenta l impacts 

assoc i ated w i th  potent i a l  l ocat i on of the S I S  Project at e i ther the I NEL , the Hanford S i te or the 

SRP . As stated on page 4-1 of the Draft E I S ,  the d i scus s i on of the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l 

consequences at these a l te rnat i ve l ocat i ons focused on the major  d i fferences from t hose t hat wou l d  be 

expected if the project were to be l ocated at the I N EL . See the response to comment 2 . 8 . 7  regard i ng 

the cho ice  of hear i ng l ocat i ons  for the S I S  Project . I n  ear l y  1986 , DOE i n i t i ated a dec i s i on -mak i ng 

process  to i dent i fy a preferred s i te for the S I S  p lant dep l oyment  cons i de rat i on . A s i te eva l uat i on 

team composed of experts i n  re l ated d i sc i p l i nes presented i t s  f i nd i ngs to the Energy System 

Acqu i s i t i on Board . Based on these f i nd i ngs , the Under Secretary of Energy des i gnated the I NEL  as the 

DOE-proposed s i te for the S I S  P roject based on the assessment that it wou l d  prov i de d i vers i f i cat i on of 

p l uton i um product i on and a favorab l e  l abor c l imate . In support of th i s  des i gnat i on ,  the eva l uat i on 

team exam i ned ava i l ab l e  support fac i l i t i e s  and other c r i t e r i a , i nc l ud i ng pro ject cost and schedu l e ;  

env i ronmenta l safety and hea lth  effects ; human resources and work l oad and soc i oeconom i c  

cons i de rat i ons . Th i s  l ed t o  t he I N EL  be i ng i dent i f i ed a s  the preferred s i te ; howeve r ,  a l l  

a l ternat i ves are be i ng fu l ly cons i de red i n  the dec i s i on-mak i ng  process , l ea d i ng to a Record of 

Dec i s i on on th i s  proposed act i on . 

5 . 2 . 8  Comment : 

I t  was stated that i t  i s  not poss i b l e  to adequate l y  eva l uate the env i ronmenta l impact of the 

S I S  P roject if the E I S  over looks t he reprocess i ng of spent fue l at Hanford wh i ch wou l d  be the i n i t i a l  

step t o  prov i de the raw mate r i a l  for the S I S  P roject . 

Transportat i on of mate r i a l s  from Hanford i s  assessed i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S . P r i or 

to s h i pp i n g ,  the spent fue l wou l d  be processed at Hanford . P rocess i ng of N-Reactor fue l was 

exten s i ve ly cons i dered i n  a prev i ous E I S  on the operat i on of the P l uton i um Uran i um Extracton ( PUREX ) 

and Uran i um O x i de P l ant at the Hanford S i te ( DOE/E I S-0089 ) . P roces s i ng Fast F l ux Test Fac i l i ty ( FFTF ) 

fue l i s  be i ng  assessed i n  an Env i ronmental  Assessment ( EA ) , as the dec i s i on to proceed w i t h  

construct i on and operat i on o f  t h e  S I S  P roject i s  i ndependent o f  dec i s i ons regard i ng  process i ng of FFTF 

fue l . A l so see the responses to comments 2 . 13 . 1 1 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  and 7 . 3 1  regard i ng  FFTF fue l . 

5 . 2 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was stated that l ocat i ng  the S I S  Fac i l i ty at Hanford m i ght reduce costs because of N-Reactor 

shutdown , ava i lab l e  i d l e  fac i l i t i es ,  and safety improvements a l ready made at the N-Reacto r .  

5 . 2-3 
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The N-Reactor and other i d l e  fac i l i t i e s  at Hanford are unsu i ta b l e  for the S I S  P roject . 

Prev i ous eva l uat ions  by the s i te eva l uat i on team of s i t ing  the S I S  P roject at Hanford i n d i cated no 

advantages from a cost or  schedu l e  standpo i nt .  The a l ternat i ve of locat i ng  the S I S  P roject at  Hanford 

i s  eva l uated i n  t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 2 . 1 0 Comment :  

I t  was noted that an ex i s t i ng  a l ternat i ve ca l led b lend ing  i s  not p ract i c a l  because of 

product i on capac i ty l im i tat i ons  at the SRP reactors . Convers e l y ,  it was stated that b l en d i ng ( the  

no-act i on a l ternat i ve ) s ho u l d  be  con t i nued by  DOE , and  used to produce the necessary p l uton i um and 

that b l end i ng is  a less expens i ve way to obta i n  the p l uton i um .  

As stated i n  t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  Summary and Sect ion  1 . 1 . 1 ,  t he S I S  P roject i s  

needed t o  p rov i de a f lex i b l e ,  cont i ngent supp l y  of p l uton i um that i s  not dependent upon operat i on of 

the DOE product i on reactors . B l end ing  depends on operat i on of the SRP reactors , and no l onger 

prov i des t he necessary assurance that approved p l uton i um needs can be met . DOE cons i ders  the S I S  

P roject t o  be cost-effec t i ve i n  compa r i son t o  the pract i ce o f  b l end i ng . Further , as noted i n  Sect i on  

2 of  the F i na l E I S ,  dec i s i ons  to  b lend wou l d  be  made i ndependent of  the s e l ect ion  of  any  a l ternat i ves 

d i scussed in t he E I S ;  i . e . , b l end ing  is not spec i f i c to  the no-act ion  a l ternat i ve .  B l en d i ng i s  

compara b l e  i n  cost to  the S I S  P roject when reactor costs are d i scounted . Fu l l  costs  of b lended 

mater i a l  are h i gher t han costs for S I S-produced mater i a l . 

5 . 2 . 1 1 Comment : 

I t  was stated that re l y i ng on ex i st ing  o ld fac i l i t i e s  l eaves us vu l nerab l e ;  that the S I S  

P roject  wou l d  protect the p l uton i um supp l y  du r i ng the vu l nerab l e  per i ods ; that new p l uton i um w i l l  not 

be c reated , but ex i s t i ng  p l uton i um w i l l  be ut i l i zed ; and that the country needs a way to upgrade 

ex i s t i ng  stockp i l es . Others stated t hat ex i st i ng fac i l i t i e s  p ro v i de redundancy and are suff i c i ent , 

and that we s hou l d  never bu i l d nuc l ear weapons i n  a hurry . 

The DOE has determ i ned that a reactor- i ndependent source of p l uton i um i s  needed to prov i de 

cont i ngency to the p l uton i um supp l y  comp l ex .  S I S  fac i l i t i e s  wou l d  not c reate new p l uton i um ,  but wou l d  

i sotop i ca l ly separate ex i s t ing  fue l -grade p l uton i um to prov i de weapon-grade p l uton i um .  The S I S  

P roject cou l d  b e  comp l eted i n  l ess  t ime t han i t  wou l d  take t o  bu i l d a new p roduc t i on reactor . 

A l t hough other ex i s t i ng  fac i l i t i es m i ght be upgraded to p ro v i de a source of p l uton i um ,  t hey wou l d  have 

l im i ted operat i o n a l  l i fe and wou l d  not fu l f i l l  the need for d i vers i ty and f l ex i b i l i t y .  See Sect ion  

2 . 5 . 2  of the F i na l E I S .  For add i t i ona l i nformat i on on ex i st i ng fac i l i t i e s  and redundancy , refer to  

the responses to  comments at 4 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 5 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  and 4 . 7 . 3 .  

5 . 2 . 1 2 Comment : 

I t  was stated that two of the most ser i ous f l aws of the Draft E I S  are that i t  fa i l s to address 

reasonab l e  a l ternat i ves to the deve lopment of the S I S  P roject  and that it rejects as  unreasona b l e  a 

who l e  category of p roduct i on a l ternat i ves  i nc l ud i ng i ncreased b lend i n g ,  use  of a new fue l l att i ce i n  

the reactors a t  the SRP , const ruc t i on and operat i on o f  a new produc t i on reactor , convers i on o f  the 

WNP-1  reactor at the Hanford S i te to  p l uton i um product i on ,  recyc l i ng of ex i s t i ng weapon-grade 

p l uton i um from ret i red weapons ,  and acce lerated weapon-grade p l ut on i um scrap recovery . 
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The Draft E I S  was not f lawed , s i nce these a l ternat i ves were d i scussed . Sect i ons  2 . 1  t hrough 

2 . 4  of the F i na l  E I S  have been expanded , in response to  these concern s ,  to more fu l ly descr i be and 

d i scuss  the proposed act i on and reasonab le  a l ternat i ves to  t he proposed act i on ,  i nc l u d i n g  tak i ng no 

act i on . Sect ion  2 . 5 . 2  of t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  d i scusses product ion  a l ternat i ves  to the 

proposed act i on of construc t i ng and operat ing  a S I S  fac i l i ty and why these a l ternat i ves were not 

con s i dered reasona b l e  a l ternat i ves by DOE in accordance w i t h  CEQ reg u l at i ons  [40 CFR 1 502 . 14 ( a ) ] . A l l 

the a l ternat i ves l i s ted i n  the comment summary above were spec i f i ca l ly con s i dered i n  Sect i on 2 . 5 . 2  of 

the E I S ;  thus , the E I S  i s  not f lawed . 

5 . 2 . 1 3 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the S I S  deve lopment fac i l i t i e s  at Lawrence L i vermore Nat i ona l Laboratory 
( L L NL ) cou l d  be used as a product i on fac i l i ty and shou l d  be an a l ternat i ve to the S I S  Project . It was 

a l so  stated that use of t he LLNL fac i l i t i es , wh i ch  have the same laser power as the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  for 

a product i on m i s s i on wou ld ra i se many env i ronmenta l i s sues . 

The S I S  Demonstrat i on Fac i l i ty at LLNL  has been des i gned for research and deve l opment purposes 

to demonst rate the techno l og i c a l  and systems capab i l i t i e s  of t he Atom i c  Vapor Laser I sotope Separat i on 
(AVL I S ) process and support i ng  processes for t he safe and eff i c i ent  ta i lor i ng of t he i sotop i c  content 

of p l uton i um mater i a l . The LLNL  fac i l i ty w i l l  be capab le  of de l i ver i ng approx imate l y  one-quarter of 

the tota l l aser output requ i red for the S I S  Project . Th i s  i s  commensurate w i th the one separator l i ne 

be i ng i n sta l l ed at LLNL  as compa red to four l i nes in t he S I S  Project . A l s o ,  the fac i l i t i es  at LLNL  do 

not i n c l ude the fu l l  comp lement of ba l ance-of-p l ant  process equ i pment req u i red for fu l l -sca l e  

product i on . They have a l so been conf i gured to a l l ow des i gn i terat i on of the hardware components i n  

purs u i t  o f  deta i l ed des i gns o f  the spec i a l  equ i pment that can prov i de good operab i l i ty and 

correspond i ng l y  h i gh p l ant ava i l ab i l i ty .  However ,  they are not su i tab l e  for a product i on m i ss i on . 

5 . 2 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was stated that t here i s  a substant i a l  p l uton i um reserve . I t  was a l so stated that 

i ncreased process i ng of p l uton i um scrap ; acce l erated ret i rement of obso l ete weapons ;  use of a New 

P roduct i on Reactor ( NPR ) and N -Reactor at Hanford (wh ich  i s  on co l d  standby and cou ld  be restarted ) , 

or t he L-Reactor at Savannah R i ver for b l end ing ; d i rect usage of fue l -grade p l uton i um ;  or use of LLNL  

fac i l i t i es are a l ternat i ves to  the S IS  P roject that cou l d  prov i de backup or cont i ngency product i on 

capab i l i t y .  Others noted that the DOE product i on reactors are o l d  and cannot be re l i ed upon , and that 

the S I S  P roject is needed to prov i de backup , or rep lacement of t hese o l d  fac i l i t i es .  

As descr i bed i n  Sect ion  1 . 1 . 1  i n  the Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S ,  DOE has i den t i f i ed the need for 

a cont i ngency source of p l uton i um that does not depend on the operat i on of the DOE produc t i on 

reactors . The present DOE produc t i on reactors are a l l  more than 25 years o l d ,  and the i r  cont i nued 

operat i on i s  not assure d .  Thus , b lend ing  prov ides no rea l cont i ngency source o f  p l uton i um .  The 

N-Reactor is on co l d  standby and has o n l y  l im i ted rema i n i ng  usefu l l i fe . Even i f  i t  we re upgraded and 

operated for a l im i ted t ime , it wou l d  not prov i de the d i vers i ty and f l ex i b i l i ty needed by the 

product i on comp l ex .  The L-Reactor a t  the SRP i s  expected t o  operate a t  reduced power l eve l s  and i s  

35-years o l d .  Furt hermore , i t  i s  part o f  the p l ann i ng base l oad for tr i t i um product i on and may not be 
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ava i l a b l e  as a product i on cont i ngency for p l uton i um .  A l so see the responses to comments 4 . 4 . 7  
( scrap ) , 4 . 4 . 5  ( b lend ing ) , 5 . 2 . 1 3 ( L LNL ) , 5 . 2 . 3  ( recyc l i ng weapons ) , 4 . 7 . 4 ( fue l -grade p l uton i um ) and 

5 . 2 . 1 2 ( other a lternat i ves ) . 

5 . 2 . 1 5 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the needed p l uton i um cou ld  be prov i ded by recyc l i ng weapons as an 

a l te rnat i ve to S I S .  I n  add i t i on ,  i t  was stated that over the l ast  decade , most mate r i a l  for new 

warheads has come from ret i red warheads . I t  was suggested that p l uton i um recyc led from weapons 

d i smant l ed under the I N F  Treaty was not taken i nto account . 

Ret i red weapons have been , and w i l l  cont i nue to be , one of t he ma jor sources of p l uton i um 

supp l i ed for the manufacture of new weapons .  Weapon ret i rements are an i ntegra l part of the p l ann i ng 

i n  the Nuc l ear Weapons Stockp i l e Memorandum ( NWSM ) . 

DDE has cons i dered t he potent i a l  impacts of arms reduc t i on t reat ies  through the NWSM .  The 

recent l y  rat i f i ed I NF Treaty on the Non-Pro l i ferat i on of Nuc l ear Weapon s has been fu l ly cons i de red i n  

weapon-grade mate r i a l  demand project i on s  i n  the NWSM .  Ne i t her ret i rements  nor mater i a l s  made 

ava i lab l e  because of the t reaty obv i ate the need for a prudent , cont i ngent , f lex i b l e ,  and 

techno l og i ca l ly d i verse source of mater i a l  as wou l d  be afforded by the S I S  Project . Cons i stent w i th 

norma l pract i c e ,  the req u i rements  for defense nuc l ear mater i a l s  ( ref l ected by the NWSM ) wou l d  be 

de l i neated on an annua l bas i s ,  tak i ng i nto account mater i a l s  that become ava i l a b l e  from ret i rement s .  

See Sect i ons 1 and 2 . 5 . 2  o f  the F i na l  E I S  for further d i scuss i on .  Potent i a l  impacts of the Strateg i c  

Arms Reduc t i on Treaty ( START ) are spec u l at i ve and beyond the scope o f  t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 2 . 1 6 Comment : 

I t  was s tated that p l uton i um i n  i t s  present form ( fue l -grade p l uton i um ) and/or h i gh l y  

enr i ched uran i um cou l d  b e  used d i rect l y  i n  weapons rather than weapon-grade p l uton i um ( 6% Pu-240 ) . 

The proposed act i on wou l d  be to prov i de weapon-g rade p l uton i um ( 6% P u-240 assay o r  l ess ) by a 

reactor- i ndependent source that i s  needed for cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i t y ,  and techno l og i ca l d i vers i ty i n  

defense mater i a l  s upp l y  programs . The ex i stence of fue l -grade feedstocks does not sat i sfy the need 

for a cont i ngent source of weapon-grade p l uton i um as i dent i f i ed in t h i s  proposed NEPA act i on .  The 

feas i b i l i t y  of d i rect ut i l i zat i on of fue l -grade p l uton i um or h i gh ly enr i c hed uran i um in weapons i s  

beyond the scope of t h i s  NEPA act i on .  I t  i s  noted , however , t hat weapon des i gns  us i ng enr i c hed 

uran i um are not cons i stent w i t h  po l i c i es of weapon modern i zat i on .  A l so see the response t o  comment 

4 . 7 . 4 .  

5 . 2 . 1 7 Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  t he S I S  operat i ons wou l d  resu l t  i n  a reduct i on of env i ronmenta l impact s  from 

other , curren t l y  ope rat i n g ,  produc t i on fac i l i t i e s .  

The S I S  P roject wou l d  be a new fac i l i ty at t he ICPP ; i t  wou l d  not rep l ace operat i ons  at other 

s i tes , and therefore wou l d  not i t s e l f  cause a change in current env i ronment a l  impacts from ex i st i ng 

fac i l i t i es .  
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5 . 2 . 1 8 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project wou l d  produce no new p l uton i um because i t  wou ld use 

DOE-owned stock and t hat the a l ternat i ve of a new product i on reactor versus S I S  s hou l d  be eva l uated . 

Sect i on 2 . 5 . 2  o f  t h e  Draft E I S  and t h e  F i na l E I S ,  commensurate w i t h  t he req u i rements of 40 CFR 

1 502 . 1 4 ( a ) , d i scusses t he construct i on and operat i on of a new product i on reactor ( s ) as  a potent i a l  

a l ternat i ve t o  the S I S  P roject . Th i s  a l ternat i ve  was not con s i dered reasona b l e  because i t  wou l d  not 

prov i de t he f l ex i b i l i ty  and techno log i c a l  d i vers i ty des i red from a reactor- i ndependent source . The 

S I S  P ro j ect wou l d  not produce new p l uton i um ;  it produces weapon-grade p l uton i um .  
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5 . 3  ATMOSPHERIC  E M I SS I ON S  

5 . 3 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that potent i a l  a i r  tox i c s  shou ld  be spec i f i ca l ly i dent i f i ed as s uc h  and t hat the 

best ava i l a b l e  contro l tec hno l ogy ( BACT ) shou l d  be addressed where appropr i ate . I t  was a l so noted 

that any d i fferences between as  low as  reasona b l y  ach i evab l e  ( ALARA ) and BACT s ho u l d  be exp l a i ned . 

The on l y  a i r  tox i c s  wou l d  be rad i oact i ve part i c u l ates  i dent i f i ed i n  Tab l e  2-4 i n  t he Draft and 

the F i n a l  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . The BACT for part i c u l ates has h i stor i ca l ly used 

var i ous f i l t rat i on systems . The BACT for the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Pro ject wou l d  be to use 

mu l t i p l e  stages of h i gh-eff i c i ency part i cu l ate a i r  ( HEPA ) f i l t rat i on to ensure that rad i oact i ve 

re l eases are neg l i g i b l e .  Expe r i ences at other Department of Energy ( DOE ) p l uton i um process i ng 

fac i l i t i es have demonstrated the eff i c i ency and re l i ab i l i ty of t h i s  part i c u l ate contro l method . 

Ma i ntenance of a l l  safety-re l ated exposures to ALARA , a requ i red DOE object i ve ,  wou l d  be accomp l i s hed 

by rad iat i on s h i e l d i n g ,  c r i t i c a l i ty safety ,  rad i at i on mon i to r i ng and a l arm systems , and f i re 

protect i on .  Best ava i l ab l e  contro l techno l ogy protects the pub l i c  ( hea l t h ) from expos ure to 

atmospher i c  em i ss i ons . 

5 . 3 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was requested that a l l  ca l cu l at i ons  and assumpt i ons  needed for the est imated annua l 

atmosphe r i c  em i ss i ons ( Tab l e  2-4 ) be shown i n  an append i x ,  and that i n d i v i dua l source em i s s i ons  shou l d  

b e  expressed a s  bot h hour l y  va l ues and annua l va l ues . 

The annua l atmospher i c  em i s s i ons l i s ted i n  Tab l e  2-4 are based conservat i ve l y  on the max imum 

throughput capac i ty  of t he S I S  Project , g i ven current des i gn ,  and represent the max imum quant i t i es of 

potent i a l  em i s s i ons . No attempt has been made to est imate or prov i de hou r l y  va l ues for t h i s  E I S  

because of the batch process i ng operat iona l  nature of t he project ( i . e . ,  cont i nuous process i ng does 

not occur ) . Deta i l ed ca l c u l at i on s  and assumpt i ons  have a l so not been i nc l uded , as  the i nformat i on 

wou l d  necessar i ly conta i n  data wh i ch cou l d  be used to der i ve the throughput capac i ty of the 

fac i l i t i e s ,  wh i ch  is c l ass i f i ed .  

5 . 3 . 3  Comment :  

I t  was requested that t he E I S  reference t he em i s s i on factors used t o  ca l cu l ate the annua l 

em i ss i ons  from the Coa l - F i red Steam-Generat ion  Fac i l i ty ( CFSGF ) i n  Tab l e  4-6 . 

The em i s s i on factors used to ca l c u l ate the annua l em i ss ions  from the CFSGF have been referenced 

i n  Tab l e  4-6 of the F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 3 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat i f  the coa l - f i red bo i l ers are perm i tted at des i gn l eve l s ,  then the statement 

in Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 2  cou ld  read : " . . .  can be accommodated w i t h i n  perm i t  l im i t s . "  I f  not , then the 

perm i t  standard , not the bo i l er des i gn ,  l im i t s  the operat ion  of the bo i l e r .  
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The statement has been mod i f i ed i n  Sec t ion  4 . 1 . 2 . 2  of the F i na l E I S  to state that 

" . . .  i ncrement a l  use of t he CFSGF and o i l -f i red bo i lers can be accommodated w i t h i n  ex i st i ng perm i t  

l im i t s . "  

5 . 3 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was requested that the PM-10  par t i c u l ate em i ss i on est imates be i nc l uded i n  the appropr i ate 

em i s s i ons  sec t i ons . 

The PM-1 0  part i c u late em i s s i on standard has been i n c l uded i n  Tab l e  4-5 of the F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 3 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Nat i ona l Amb i ent A i r  Qua l i ty Standards ( NAAQSs ) for part i c u l ate matter 

were rev i sed on July I ,  1987 . Others noted that Tab le  4-3 shou l d  be rev i sed to ref l ect  the new PM- 1 0  

standards rather than us ing  the o l d  tota l suspended part i c u l ates ( TSP ) s tandards . 

Tab l e  4-5 has been rev i sed to ref l ect  the new NAAQSs for PM- 1 0  i n  the F i na l E I S .  

5 . 3 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was requested that fac i l i ty-w i de net em i ss i on i n creases w i t h i n  the 1 0  years pr i or to t he 

date t he S I S  wou l d  become operat i ona l  [or s i nce the last  Prevent i on of S i gn i f i cant Dete r i orat ion ( PSD ) 

base l i ne] be con s i dered when determ i n i ng PSD  app l i cab i l i ty .  I t  was a l so requested that an em i s s i ons  

i n ventory of c r i ter i a  po l l utants , w i th startup dates , be  i n c l uded to support the  conc l u s i ons . 

An eva l uat i on of the fac i l i ty-w i de net em i s s i on i n creases i n  c r i te r i a  po l l utants w i t h i n  the 

l a-year per i od p r i or to  startup of the S I S  P ro ject is  cu rrent l y  i n  process . 

5 . 3 . 8  Comment : 

I t  was noted that rout i ne  waste em i s s i ons are exceed i ng l y  l ow and eas i ly managea b l e  w i t h  

present procedures . A l so noted was t hat the S I S  Project w i l l  produce a ton o f  h i gh ly tox i c  p l uton i um 

vapor annua l l y .  

Less than 1 . 4  x 1 0
-2 

m i c rocu r i e  of p l uton i um w i l l  be re l eased to the a i r/atmosphere annua l ly 

from norma l operat i ons . Th i s  i s  equ i va l ent to less  t han 2 x 1 0- 1 1  
pound ( 0 . 00000000002 l b ) of 

p l uton i um that wou l d be re l eased annua l ly in the a i rborne em i s s i ons . At t h i s  rate , it wou l d  take over 

1 0 0 , 000 , 000 , 000 yea rs to  re l ease a ton of p l uton i um .  
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5 . 3 . 9  Comment :  

I t  was noted that potent i a l  rad i oact i ve em i s s i ons  are l im i ted t o  p l ut on i um and contam i nat i ng 

t ransuran i c s  i n  the S I S  P roject , thus  mak i ng  a i r  qua l i ty  em i s s i on contro l much s imp l e r  t han at a 

fac i l i ty l i ke the P l uton i um Uran i um Extract i on ( PUREX ) P l ant . 

A i r  qua l i ty em i s s ion  contro l i n  the S I S  Project wou l d  use t he best ava i l a b l e  contro l techn o l ogy 

to l im i t  the re l ease of rad i onuc l i des . 

5 . 3 . 1 0 Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat l im i t s  of p l uton i um em i ss i on to the atmosphere are exceeded frequent l y  and 

con s i stent l y  at  other DOE fac i l i t i es , such as Rocky F l at s . 

There are no DOE fac i l i t i es current l y  operat i ng that have em i s s i ons  frequent l y  or con s i stent l y  

exceed i ng l im i t s  prescr i bed i n  D O E  Orders or U . S .  Env i ronment a l  P rotect ion  Agency ( EPA ) regu l at i ons  
( 40 CFR  6 1 , s ubpart H ) . 

5 . 3 . 1 1 Comment : 

Concern was expressed about the i ncreases i n  rad i oact i ve em i s s i ons  from the I NE L  and f rom S I S  

i n  the form o f  dust o r  vapor hav i ng  a ha l f  l i fe o f  2 4 , 000  years . 

Accord i ng to the 1987 Env i ronmenta l for the I daho Nat i ona l 

S i te pub l i shed i n  May 1988 , the effect i ve dose equ i v a l ent  t hat wou l d  

have been rece i ved b y  t h e  "hypothet i c a l  max imum i nd i v i dua l "  l i v i ng i n  Atom i c  C i ty ( the c l osest 

popu lated area w i t h  respect to  the I NEL ) wou l d  have been about 0 . 54 m i l l i rem dur i ng  1 987 . The 

effect i ve dose equ i va l en t  from S I S  operat i ons  t hat wou ld  be rec e i ved by an i nd i v i dua l at  t he s i te  

boundary rece i v i ng the greatest pos s i b l e  rad i a t i on wou l d  be on l y  2 . 2  x 1 0- 6  m i l l i rem i n  one yea r .  

Thus , the consequences o f  the rad i o l og i ca l  em i s s i on from the S I S  Project , when added to those from 

current I NE L  operat i on s ,  wou l d  be we l l  be l ow the E PA Nat i ona l Em i s s i on Standard for Hazardous A i r  

Po l l utants  o f  2 5  m i l l i rem t o  the who l e  body . The S I S  fac i l i ty re l eases wou l d  be exceed i n g l y  sma l l ,  

and any long-term consequences due to  res i dua l rad i oact i v i ty rema i n i ng  after decontam i nat i on and 

decomm i ss i on i ng ( D&D ) of the fac i l i ty wou l d  be even sma l ler . 

5 . 3 . 1 2 Comment :  

I t  was requested t hat Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of the Draft E I S  be rev i sed to ment i on the  rad i oact i ve 

em i ss i ons  out l i ned i n  Tab l e  2-4 and d i scussed on page 2-41 . The i ncons i s tency i n  i dent i fy i ng 

rad i oact i ve em i s s i ons  in Tab l e  2-4 w i t h  the conc l us i on that t here wou l d  be no rad i oact i ve atmosphe r i c  

em i s s i ons  from the exhaust system ( i ntroductory text to  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1 ) needs t o  b e  reso l ved . 

The rad i oact i ve atmospher i c  em i ss i on s  are d i scussed i n  Sect ions  4 . 1 . 23 and 4 . 1 . 3 . 2  of the Draft 

E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S . The numbers d i scussed i n  the text are con s i st ent w i t h  the va l ues i n  Tab l e  
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2-4 . The reference to "no rad i oact i ve atmospher i c  em i s s i ons expected" refers to the Stand-A l one 

Storage Vau l t  ( Page 2 -39 of the Draft E I S  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1 ,  Paragraph 2 ) , not to the P l uton i um 

P rocess i ng  Bu i l d i ng ( P PB ) . 

5 . 3 . 1 3 Comment : 

I t  was noted that rad i oact i ve a i r  em i ss i ons  can contr i bute to contam i nat i on of l i qu i d  waste 

such as  bu i l d i ng runoff , steam condensate , etc . , that are d i scharged to the perco lat i on pond . 

The on l y  l i qu i d  eff l uents that wou l d  be d i scharged to the serv i ce waste system and hence to the 

perco l at ion  ponds on a rout i ne  bas i s  wou l d  be process steam condensate and coo l i ng water b lowdown . 

A l l l i qu i d  eff l uents wou l d  be mon i tored and samp l ed p r i or to d i scharge to ensure that the l i qu i d  

d i scharge wou l d  b e  ne i ther hazardous nor rad i oact i ve .  B u i l d i ng  runoff and water vapor wou l d  not be 

d i scharged to the perco lat i on pond and wou l d  not be contam i nated by the S I S  rad i oact i ve atmospher ic 

em i s s i ons  as these are extreme l y  sma l l  ( i . e . ,  at the l eve l of detect i on ) . For add i t i on a l  i n format i on ,  

see the response to comment 5 . 3 . 8 .  

5 . 3 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was s uggested that the F i n a l  document sho u l d  more fu l ly document the back-up eng i neer i ng 

safety features w h i c h  ensure that the i ntegr i ty of the h i gh-eff i c i ency part i c u l ate a i r  ( H EPA ) f i l ter 

system wou l d  not be comprom i sed be l ow an eff i c i ency of 90  percent . I t  i s  suggested that v i su a l  and 

grap h i c  dep i ct i on of a l l  rad i o l og i ca l  safety systems ( and backups to the p r i ma ry safety systems ) be 

i nc l uded . 

Each of the three stages of HEPA f i l t rat i on wou l d  prov i de for a f i l ter  eff i c i ency of greater 

than 99 . 8  percent . To obta i n  a cond i t i on where the tot a l  eff i c i ency wou l d  be degraded to l ess  than 90  

percent , a l l three stages of HEPA f i l t rat i on must be  s i gn i f i cant l y  degraded . As stated i n  Sect i on 

2 . 1 . 2 . 1  of the Draft E I S , "  . . .  mu l t i p l e  h i gh-eff i c i ency f i l ter hous i ngs wou l d  be i n sta l l ed i n  para l l e l  

a t  the f i n a l  f i l ter stage , such that any one hou s i ng cou l d  b e  i s o l ated . . .  " Each o f  these f i l ter  

hous i ngs  wou ld  be  mon i tored w i th  respect to pressure to ascert a i n  norma l operat i on .  I n  the event that 

mon i tor i ng of the pressure i n d i cates a potent i a l  degradat i on in f i l ter  performance for a g i ven f i lter  

hous i ng ,  an a l arm wou l d  sound , the a i rf l ow wou l d  be  rerouted to a para l l e l  f i lter  hous i ng ,  and  the  

f i l ters  w i t h i n  the hou s i ng wh ich  sound  the  a l arm wou l d  be tested and rep l aced if  necessary . The 

i nab i l i ty to reroute a i rf l ow to a para l l e l  f i l ter hous i ng wou l d  requ i re the shutdown of operat ions . 

I n  summary ,  because the des i gn of the HEPA f i l t rat i on i t se l f  i ncorporates those features necessary to 

ensure that f i l ter  eff i c i ency is not degraded be low 90  percent , a f i gure of other systems is not 

con s i dered approp r i ate . 

5 . 3 . 1 5 Comment : 

I t  was requested that F i gure 2-6  ( F i gure 2-8 ) of the Draft E I S  i nd i cate the number of HEPA 

f i l ters  used for each exhaust stream a long w i th the P PB  stack pa rameters . 

F i gu re 2 . 8  i n  the F i na l  E I S  has been mod i f i ed to prov i de the requested i nformat i o n .  

5 . 3-4 

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 3 . 1 6 COi1111ent : 

I t  was noted that the acc i dent scenar i o  descr i bed on Page 4-28 ( Paragraph 1 ) of the Draft E I S  

states , "The vent i l at i on  system wou l d  route t he contam i nated exhaust a i r  t hrough the F i na l  HEPA 

f i l t rat i on system and d i scharge to the env i ronment . The system b l owers wou l d  not have to be operat i ng  

for  t h i s  to occur . "  T he  assumpt i on t hat  the 36 . 6-m stack w i l l  d i s charge contam i nated exhaust a i r  

w i thout an operat i ng b l ower shou l d  be exp l a i ned . 

The sentence ( Page 4-28 , Paragraph 1 i n  t he Draft E I S ) ,  "The system b l owers wou l d  not have to 

be operat i ng  for t h i s  to  occur" i s  no longer con s i dered va l i d and has been de l eted from the F i n a l  

E I S .  As a res u l t  of des i gn rev i ews , the des i gn has been mod i f i ed t o  p rov i de standby power ( redundant 

to  the dua l i ndependent l oop power supp l y ) to  the b l owers . 

5 . 3 . 1 7  COi1111ent : 

I t  was requested that DOE state the rat i ona l e  beh ind  i t s  PSD  leve l of 36 . 2  met r i c  tons of 

Freon . A l s o ,  DOE shou l d  address a l ternat i ves if PSD l eve l s  are l owered or  i f  c h l oro f l uorocarbons 
( CFCs ) are banned . 

The 36 . 2  metr i c  tons per year corresponds to the 40 tons per year s pec i f i ed by the EPA as 

s i gn i f i cant for vo l at i l e organ i c  compounds [e . g . , 40 CFR 51 . 24 ( b ) ( 23 ) ( i ) ] . Address i ng potent i a l  

future l ower PSD  l eve l s  that may b e  requ i red o r  bans on CFCs i s  spec u l at i ve and therefore beyond the 

scope of t h i s  E I S . A l so see the responses to  cOi1111ents 5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 9 . 4  and 5 . 9 . 5 .  

5 . 3 . 18 COi1111ent : 

I t  was noted that a P SD  perm i t  i s  requ i red due to the i ncrease i n  rad i onuc l i de em i ss i ons . 

Tab l e  5 - 1  and Sec t i on 5 . 6 . 3  o f  the F i na l  E I S  acknow l edge that a P S D  perm i t  i s  i n  p repa rat i on  

for the S I S  Project . 

5 . 3 . 19 COi1111ent : 

I t  was requested that "source term" be exp l a i ned and that the ca l c u l at i ons/assumpt ions  used to 

est imate the source term as 1 . 4  x 1 0-2 m i c rocur i e  per year  be s hown ; it  was  a l so requested that 

"rout i ne atmospher i c  em i ss i on"  be exp l a i ned . 

"Source term" i s  def i ned i n  the g l ossary of t he F i na l E I S .  "Rout i ne  atmosphe r i c  em i s s i ons"  are 

the a i rborne re l eases ant i c i pated from norma l operat i ons  of the S I S  Fac i l i t y .  As stated i n  Sect i on 

2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of the F i na l E I S ,  the 1 . 4 x 1 0-2
MC i /yr source term was der i ved based on annua l 

throughput rates of mater i a l , ava i l ab le  operat i ng data from other fac i l i t i es and a conservat i ve 

est imate of HEPA f i l trat ion  eff i c i ency . Deta i l ed ca l c u l at i ons  and assumpt i ons  i nvo l ve c l ass i f i ed data 

and a re not p rov i ded . 

5 . 3 -5  
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5 . 3 . 20 Comment : 

A request was made for a descr i pt i on , des i gn spec i f icat i ons , and contro l eff i c i ency of the 

potas s i um hydrox ide  ( KOH ) scrubbers , and the types and l oad i ng of ac i d-exhausted gases to be co l l ected 

by the KOH scrubbers . 

The des ign  spec i f i cat i on s ,  deta i l ed descr i pt ion , and est imated contro l eff i c i ency of the KOH 

scrubbers are not ava i lab le  at t h i s  t ime . Th i s  i nformat i on w i l l  be deve l oped as part of a deta i l ed 

des ign , wh i ch  w i l l  be comp l eted to support the proposed startup of the S I S  P roject . The gaseous a c i d s  

to  be removed b y  t h e  scrubbers are hydroc h l or i c  ac i d  ( HC 1 )  a n d  n i t r i c  ac i d  ( HN03 ) .  The p lanned 

scrubb i ng s o l ut i on w i l l  be KOH . 

5 . 3 -6 

Response:



5 . 4  BY-PRODUCT STORAGE 

5 . 4 . 1  Comment :  

I t  was stated t hat the Draft Env i ronment a l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) d i d  not adequate l y  address 

severa l top i cs concern i ng  the temporary storage of p l uton i um by-products ons i te . Spec i f i ca l l y  

ment i oned were t he f o l l ow i n g :  ( 1 ) t he i ntent to u s e  a stand-a l one by-product storage vau lt  shou l d  be 

c l ear ly  stat ed t hroughout the document ;  ( 2 ) t he E I S  s hou l d  exp l a i n  why i t  was not necessary to i nc l ude 

em i s s i ons  from the  stand- a l one vau l t  in t he post u l ated acc i dent scenar i o ;  ( 3 ) concern was expres sed 

regard i n g  safety and durat i on of l ong-term by-product storage ; and ( 4 ) s torage of t he by-product ,  for 

wh i ch t here may be no foreseeab l e  need , shows a l ack of concern by t he U . S .  Department of Energy 
( DOE ) . 

The i n tent to use a storage vau l t  for the storage of S I S-generated by-product i f  t he Spec i a l  

I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project were located a t  t he I daho Nat iona l Eng i neer i ng  Laboratory ( I NE L ) , 

Hanford or SRP was c l ea r ly i dent i f i ed i n  the Draft E I S  as exemp l i f i ed by the fo l l ow i ng s e l ected 

sect i ons : 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 . 3 ,  2 . 1 . 5 . 1 ,  and 4 . 1 . 3 .  I n  add i t i on , t he use of a storage vau lt  was a l so 

spec i f i ca l ly i dent i f i ed i n  the Foreword ( page v i ) and Summary ( page S-2 ) . The F i n a l  E I S  conta i n s  t he 

same i nformat i on  i n  comparab l e  parts of the document . 

A l l of t he post u l ated acc i dents desc r i bed i n  t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  except those 

i n i t i ated by t he Des i gn-Bas i s  Eart hquake ( DBE ) , are i n i t i ated by events i ntern a l  t o  the P l uton i um 

Process i ng B u i l d i ng ( PPB ) . As stated i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 of the Draft E I S  and t he F i na l  E I S ,  t he 

Stand-Alone Storage Vau lt  wou l d  be phys i ca l ly separated from the PPB . Des i gn stud i es i nd i cate that 

acc i dents in one fac i l i ty wou l d  not propagate to adjacent fac i l i t i e s  in the event of a des i gn-bas i s  

acc i dent and t herefore an em i s s i on from t he storage vau lt  i s  not i nc l uded . A re lease from t he storage 

vau l t  i s  not i n c l uded in the ana l ys i s  of a pos t u l ated DBE because a l l  safety features assoc i ated w i t h  

s torage are des i gned to prec l ude a re lease from a DBE ( see t h e  response to  comment 5 . 1 . 35 ) . 

Add i t i ona l ly ,  there are no projected rad i oact i ve re leases dur i ng  norma l operat i on of t he Stand-A l one 

Vau l t .  

DOE ' s  concern for safety assoc i ated w i t h  the storage of S I S-generated by-product mate r i a l  i s  

d i rect l y  refl ected by the  dec i s i on to  construct a spec i a l ly des i gned storage vau l t  ( a t  the  I NE L ) or 

use an ex i st i ng spec i a l ly des i gned vau l t  ( at  SRP or Hanford ) . The storage vau l t  wou l d  ma i n ta i n  

conf i nement of s tored mater i a l s  fo l l ow i ng a des i gn-ba s i s  acc i dent res u l t i ng from poten t i a l  natura l 

phenomena , and wou ld  a l so be des i gned to prov i de appropr iate  l eve l s  of secu r i ty and safeguards . The 

p lacement of S I S-generated by-product mate r i a l s  i nto the spec i a l ly des i gned storage vau l t  cannot be 

equated w i t h  the storage of other waste products such as the  storage of m i xed or t ransuran i c  ( TRU )  
waste . 

The by-product con t a i n s  const i tuents wh i ch cou l d  be of use i n  future DOE defense programs 

m i s s i ons . Recovery wou l d  on l y  be accomp l i shed after comp l et i ng  the approp r i ate techn i ca l  feas i b i l i ty 

and Nat i ona l Env i ronment a l  P o l i cy Act ( NEPA) eva l uat i ons .  

5 . 4 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the S I S  by-product m i ght  be used as a source of power i n  space . 

The potent i a l  ex i st s  for proces s i ng of the by-product to recover mater i a l  usef u l  as power 

sources for space app l i cat i ons  us i ng S I S-re l ated techno l og i es . The use of S I S  by-product mater i a l  for 

t h i s  app l i cat i on ,  however , has never been forma l ly con s i dered , proposed , or approved by DOE . 

5 . 4- 1  
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5 . 5  AND DECOMM I S S I ON I NG 

5 . 5 . 1  Comment :  

Rev i ewers asked for more deta i l s on decomm i s s i on i ng  of the Spec i a l  I sotope S eparat i on ( S I S ) 

P rojec t ;  spec i f i ca l ly ,  the cost s , schedu l i ng , methodo log i es ,  amounts of wastes generated , how those 

wastes are go i ng to be hand l ed ,  where they w i l l  be d i sposed of , and the routes used to t ransport them 

out of I daho . 

Sect i on 4 . 7  o f  the D raft Env i ronmenta l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) and the F i na l  E I S  descr i bes the 

methodo logy of three bas i c  decomm i ss i on i ng opt i ons based on the Nuc l ear  Regu l atory Comm i s s i on ( NRC ) 

P rogram Status Paper ( Ca l k i n s , 1980 ) . The S I S  fac i l i t i es are be i ng based on a des i gn that fac i l i tates 

decontam i nat i on and decomm i ss i on i ng ( 0&0)  in accordance w i th DOE Order 6430 . 1A .  The Nat i on a l  

Env i ronment a l  Po l i cy Act ( N E PA ) act i on addresses t h e  env i ronment a l  i mpacts o f  t h e  proposed s i t i n g ,  

construct i o n ,  and operat ion  o f  a S I S  Fac i l i ty .  A s  suc h ,  spec i f i c s  as  t o  0&0 a t  the end o f  the serv i c e  

l i fe o f  the S I S  Project a r e  beyond t h e  scope o f  th i s  E I S  a n d  w i l l  b e  addressed i n  deta i l  i n  future 

NEPA act i ons  as requ i red . The est imated cost for 0&0 as cont a i ned i n  the F i na l  E I S  i s  roug h l y  $96M . 

5 . 5 . 2  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the est imated costs for decomm i s s i on i ng the S I S  Project are 

unrea l i s t i ca l ly l ow and that costs for a more thorough c l eanup sho u l d  be i nc l uded . 

A descr i pt i on o f  pos s i b l e  0&0 opt i on s  and a cost approx imat i on ( $96M ) are i nc l uded i n  the F i n a l  

E I S  ( Sect i on 4 . 7 ) .  Pr i or to undertak i ng 0&0 act i v i t i es ,  a 0&0 p l an wou l d  be prepared and appropr i ate  

N E PA rev i ew i n i t i ated . Deta i l ed cost  est imates wou l d  be made at that  t i me .  I t  i s  a l so acknow l edged 

i n  the F i na l  E I S  that 0&0 costs  are the l east accurate ly  known of the l i fe-cyc l e  cost s . 

5 . 5- 1  
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5 . 6  ECOLOGY 

5 . 6 . 1  Coment :  

Rev i ewers stated that the  Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) does not adequate ly 

address effect s  on w i l d l i fe ,  and expressed concern for endangered spec i es .  Others i n d i cated t hat 

impacts t o  f l ora and fauna wou l d  be i nconsequent i a l . 

The Draft E I S  and t he F i na l E I S  i n  Sect ion  4 . 1 . 1  assess the eco l og i c a l  impacts of t he 

construct i on  of the Spec i a l  I s otope Separat ion  ( S I S ) P roject , and conc l ude that t here wou l d  be no 

s i gn i f i cant impact s  to  f lora and fauna , i n c l u d i ng rare and endangered spec i es . No hazardous or 

rad i oact i ve d i scharges wou l d  be re l eased in S I S  l i q u i d  eff l uents .  Add i t i ona l ly ,  the atmospher i c  

re l eases from t he S I S  Project wou l d  b e  we l l  be l ow a l l  app l i cab l e  state and Federa l standards t hat 

ensure protect i on of man and t he b iota . For more spec i f i c  i nformat i on , refer t o  the rema i n i ng  

coments and  responses i n  t h i s  sect i on . 

5 . 6 . 2  Coment :  

Concern was expressed for t he i mpact of t he S I S  P ro ject on t he frag i l e  desert ecosystem . 

A l t hough t he S I S  P roject wou ld have an impact on t he desert ecosystem , t he amount of l and 

potent i a l l y  i nvo l ved is very sma l l  compared to the tota l a rea of t he desert ecosystem i n vo l ved . For 

examp l e ,  t he construc t i on of t he S I S  Project wou l d  requ i re 26 . 9  acres i n s i de the secur i ty fence at t he 

I daho Chem i ca l P rocess i ng P l ant ( I CPP ) , a l l of wh i c h  has been prev i ous l y  d i sturbed . Approx imate ly 

22 . 9  acres out s i de t he secur i ty fence a l so wou l d  be requ i red , but on l y  dur i ng  construct i on ; a l l  but 

2 . 9 acres wou l d  be revegetated . The rema i n i ng  impact s  on t h i s  ecosystem as out l i ned in Sect i on  4 . 1  of 

the E I S  wou l d  be m i nor . The frag i l e nature of t he desert ecosystem i s  we l l  recogn i zed , and 

s i gn i f i cant fund i ng has been expended to conduct rout i ne  env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng and spec i a l  research 

projects to  quant i fy t he effects of I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng  Laboratory ( I NE L ) operat i ons  on t h i s  

ecosystem and t o  assure t hat t he rema i n i ng  env i ronment i s  we l l  protected . Add i t i o n a l  i nformat i on  on 

t he env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng program i s  i n c l uded in t he responses to  comments 5 . 1 9 . 3  and 5 . 19 . 6 .  

5 . 6 . 3  Coment : 

Concern was expressed that the S I S  P roject presents an unacceptab l e  r i sk to the Greater 

Ye l l owstone Ecosystem . 

The postu l ated acc i dents  ana l yzed i n  t he Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  ( Sect i on  4 . 1 . 3 ) wou l d  

resu l t  i n  on l y  a sma l l r i sk to  t h e  max imum i nd i v i dua l or  exposed popu l at i on w i t h i n  80 km ( 50 m i l of 

the project s i t e .  Rout i n e  operat i on o f  the S I S  Project wou l d  res u l t  i n  a n  i nconsequen t i a l  r i sk .  The 

Greater Ye l l owstone Ecosystem is approx imate l y  160  km ( 1 00  m i l from t he S I S  P roject  s i te ,  and 

t herefore , norma l or  acc i denta l re l eases from the project wou l d  not pose an unacceptab l e  r i sk .  

5 . 6 . 4  Coment :  

Concern was expressed for rad i o l og i c a l  i mpacts on w i l d l i fe and c rops from t he S I S  P roject . I t  

was noted that t he D raft E I S  d i d  not address those impacts .  

5 . 6- 1  
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The amount of p l uton i um that wou ld  be re leased annua l ly dur i ng rout i ne operat i on of the S I S  

P roject wou ld  b e  far be low rad i onuc l i de leve l s  current ly  re leased due t o  present operat i ons . Samp l i ng 

of I N EL  rad ionuc l i des in w i l d l i fe t i s sues conf i rms that those concentrat i ons are far be l ow s tandards 

for an ima l s .  Even under the consequences of a postu l ated severe fac i l i ty acc i dent , the dose rates 

near the proposed l ocat i on of the S I S  Project at the ICPP wou l d  be less t han those known to  cause 

hea l t h  effects in w i l d l i fe .  No c rops are grown on the I N EL s i te . Ca l c u l at i ons of dose to t he 

max ima l ly exposed i nd i v i dua l offs i te ( rout i ne operat i ons ) i nc l ude the dose due to rad i oact i v i ty 

depos i ted on c rop surfaces and are thus  con s i dered i n  the E I S .  Add i t i on a l  i nformat i on on rad ionuc l i de 

concent rat i ons i n  w i l d l i fe i n  the v i c i n i ty of the I CP P  i s  i n c l uded i n  the response to comment 5 . 6 . 5 .  

Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 3 of the F i na l  E I S  cont a i n s  a d i scuss i on on the rad i o l og i ca l  impact s  of rout i ne S I S  

re l eases o f  b i ota other than man .  

5 . 6 . 5  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that present and pas t  I N EL act i v i t i es have a l ready contam i nated w i l d l i fe 

on or near t he I NEL  w i t h  rad i at i on . 

Stud i es have been conducted wh i ch  quant i f i ed the concentrat i ons  of rad i oact i ve mater i a l s  i n  

w i l d l i fe near t he ICPP . Pronghorn , mourn i ng doves , sage grouse , raptors , and waterfow l have been 

co l l ected and ana lyzed , and t he data have been pub l i shed . These data i nd i cate l ow l eve l s  of 

contam i nat ion  in these w i l d l i fe spec i e s .  For examp l e ,  pronghorn co l l ected w i t h i n  1 0  k m  ( 6 m i l o f  the 

ICPP were the  on ly  on-s i te pronghorn wh i ch  conta i n  h i gher l eve l s  of ces i um-137  or  s tront i um-90 t han 

cont ro l or background pronghorn . The rad i at ion doses provi ded by these i sotopes were very low . The 

co l l ected pronghorn conta i n i ng t he h i ghest concentrat i on of ces i um-137  wou l d  rece i ve a dose of on ly  

2 mrad . For  compa r i son , these an ima l s  rece i ve 1 5  mrad from the natura l ly occurr i ng potass i um-40 i n  

the i r  bod i es and  1 1 7  mrad from natura l externa l sources i n  t he i r  surround i ng env i ronment . S i nce 1975 , 

concentrat i ons of part i c u l ate rad i onuc l i des i n  atmospher i c  eff l uents at t he I CPP  have been reduced , 

and t h i s  i n  t u rn has reduced the contam i nat i on i n  terrestr i a l  w i l d l i fe .  

5 . 6 . 6  Comment :  

Concern was expressed for endangered an ima l  spec i es and for Swa i nson ' s  and ferrug i nous hawk s , 

c i t i ng the l ack of d i scuss i on on t h i s  top i c  i n  the Draft E I S .  

A B i o log i c a l  Assessment was p repared on t h i s  i s sue and subm i tted to the U . S .  F i sh and W i l d l i fe 

Serv i ce  ( FWS ) i n  Bo i s e ,  I daho on December 1 4 ,  198 7 .  I n  that assessment , the U . S .  Department o f  Energy 
( DOE ) conc l uded that the S I S  P roject wou l d  not measurab ly  affect loca l popu lat ions  of endangered , 

threatened , or cand i date s pec i es found seasona l ly on the I N EL . On January 1 5 ,  1 988 , the FWS stated 

that " i t  was the i r  conc l u s i on that no Sect i on 7 forma l cons u l tat i on w i l l  be neces sary . "  The FWS 

i dent i f i ed the l i s ted and proposed endangered and threatened spec ies  that may occur w i t h i n  the 

proposed S I S  P roject area on the I N EL ( FWS - 1 -4-87-SP-353 , Attachment A ) . The ba l d  eag l e  ( Ha l i aeetu s  

was the on ly  l i sted spec ies  i dent i f i ed .  N o  p roposed s pec i es were des i gnated . The 

Swa i nson ' s  hawk ( Buteo and ferrug i nous hawk ( Buteo i s ) were t he two cand i date spec i es 

i dent i f i ed .  These s pec i es each occur seasona l ly o n  the I N EL . The ba l d  eag le  i s  c l ass i f i ed ( Reyn o l ds 

et a l . ,  1986 ) as a rare m i grant and an uncommon w i nter v i s i tor . The max imum number of ba l d  eag les  

recorded on the I N EL  was 14  dur i ng the 1981 -82 w i nter at the peak phase in  the loca l b l ack-ta i l ed 
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jackrabb i t  popu l at i on cyc l e  ( Cra i g  et a l . ,  1984 ) . A max imum of f i ve ba l d  eag les  have been recorded on 

the I NEL  dur i ng any of the m i dw i nter eag l e  counts he l d  annua l ly s i nce 1983 ( Markham , 1987 ) . Ba l d  

eag les  have never been recorded w i th i n  8 k m  ( 5 m i l  o f  t h e  proposed S I S  Project s i te .  Swa i nson ' s  hawks 

are c l ass i f i ed on the I NEL as uncommon m i grant s ,  uncommon summer breeders , and rare w i nter v i s i tors 
( Reyno lds  et a l . ,  1985 ) . The c losest s u i ta b l e  nest ing  hab i tat ( r i pa r i an t rees ) to the proposed S I S  

Project  s i te  i s  0 . 8  k m  ( 0 . 5  m i l .  There are n o  h i stor i ca l  Swa i nson ' s  nests w i t h i n  1 . 2  km ( 0 . 7 5  m i l of 

the proposed s i te . Ferrug i nous hawks are a l so c l as s i f ied  as uncommon m i grants , uncommon summer 

breeders , and rare w i nter v i s i tors on the I N EL  ( Reyno l ds et a l . ,  1 985 ) . There are no h i stor i c  nests 

of t h i s  spec ies  w i t h i n  1 . 6  km ( 1 m i l  of the proposed S I S  P roject s i te . The hab i tat near the proposed 

s i te l acks the proper comb i nat i on of wate r ,  snags , and carr i on preferred by w i nter i ng ba l d  eag les  

( Steenhof and  Brown , 1978 ; Steenhof et a l . ,  1980 ; Reyno l ds et  a l . ,  1984 ; I saacs and  Anthony , 1987 ) . 

Because no ba l d  eag les  ut i l i ze the area adjacent to the proposed s i te , i t  i s  un l i ke ly that 

construct ion  or operat i on act i v i t i es of the S I S  P roject wou l d  impact w i nter i ng or m i grant ba l d  eag le  

popu lat i ons  on  or near  the I NEL . H i stor i ca l  and successf u l  ferrug i nous and Swa i nson ' s  hawk nests are 

no c l oser to  the proposed project s i te t han 1 . 2  km ( 0 . 75 m i l .  T h i s  is far greater t han t he 0 . 25-km 
( 0 . 1 6-m i ) buffer zone recommended to prevent nest desert i on (Wh i te and Thurow , 1985 ) . The proposed 

S I S  Project area is w i t h i n  the hunt i ng range of the nearest nests of both spec i es .  However ,  the 

proposed area is  covered w i t h  grave l ,  devo i d  of vegetat i on , and l ack i ng i n  prey spec ies . Hence , it  is  

un l i ke l y  that const ruct i on  or operat i on act i v i t i es  w i l l  impact t he nest i ng success or hunt i ng  

act i v i t i es of e i ther cand idate spec ies . Add i t iona l  i nformat ion  i s  i nc l uded i n  t he F i na l  E I S  i n  

Sect i ons 3 . 1 . 5 . 3  and  4 . 1 . 1 . 2 .  

5 . 6 . 7  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the cumu l at i ve impacts on domest i c  a n ima l s  and w i l d l i fe both ons i te and 

offs i t e ,  and on humans that consume them , cou l d  not be determ i ned at th i s  t ime . Sugges t i ons  were made 

to expand the mon i tor i ng program ( samp les  and frequency) to determ i ne l ong-term or subt l e  trends . 

The env i ronmenta l mon i to r i ng program , conducted by t he Rad i o l og i ca l and Env i ronment a l  Sc i ences 

Laboratory ( RESL ) , rout i ne l y  co l lects t i ssue samp les  from road-k i l l ed game an ima l s  ons i te .  F i sh  are 

samp l ed annua l l y from the B i g  Lost R i ver when it is runn i n g .  R E S L  a l so conducts samp l i ng o f  offs i t e  

foodstuffs , i n c l ud i ng a co l l ec t i on o f  m i l k ,  wheat , l ettuce , and sheep , o n  a n  annua l bas i s .  Beef 

catt l e  that have grazed ons i te are samp l ed b i annua l l y .  The RESL  annua l Env i ronmenta l Mon i tor i ng 

P rogram Report conta i ns a sect i on on Max imum I n d i v i dua l Dose--Game I ngest i on Pat hway , wh i ch summa r i zes 

the resu l t s  of var i ous rad i oeco l ogy research stud i es on ducks , sage grouse , doves , and pronghorn . 

A l t hough RESL ' s  mon i to r i ng program ma i nt a i n s  a regu l ar  samp l i ng schedu l e ,  more frequent samp l i ngs are 

made for spec i a l  s i tuat i ons . For examp l e ,  fo l l ow i ng the Chernoby l acc i dent , p rec i p i tat i on  samp les , 

norma l ly co l l ected mon t h l y ,  were p i cked up da i ly to prov i de t ime l y  i n format i on on fa l l out . Add i t i ona l 

chem i c a l  ana lyses were performed on a i r  samp les , extra m i l k  samp les  were co l l ected , and so i l  and 

vegetat i on samp l i ng was i n i t i ated . Add i t i ona l i nformat i on on env i ronmenta l mon i to r i ng i s  i nc l uded i n  

the responses t o  comments 5 . 1 9 . 2 ,  5 . 19 . 3 ,  and 5 . 1 9 . 6 .  Add i t ion a l  i n format i on o n  rad i onuc l i de 

concentrat i ons  i n  w i l d l i fe i n  the v i c i n i ty of the ICPP  i s  i n c l uded i n  the response to comment 5 . 6 . 5 . 

Sect i on 3 . 1 . 6 . 2  of the F i n a l  E I S  i nc l udes add i t i ona l i nformat ion  on the I NEL  mon i to r i ng prog ram . 

5 . 6 . 8  Comment : 

A rev i ewer commended the Draft E I S  for i ts coverage of rare p l ants  ( i n  context , DOE i nterpreted 

that the rev i ewer i ntended to ref l ect  D raft E I S  i nadequacy i n  addres s i ng rare p l ants ) . 

5 . 6-3 
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The i ntent of the Draft E I S  i s  not to prov i de a comprehens i ve l i s t i ng of f l ora that may be 

found i n  southeastern I daho . As s tated i n  Sect i on 3 . 1 . 5 . 3  of t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S ,  no 

t hreatened or endangered p l ants  are found on the INEL , and two spec i e s  of m i l kvetch wh i c h  have not 

been found near the ICPP are cu rrent ly  under Federa l rev i ew by the FWS for t he i r  status . 

5 . 6 . 9  Comment : 

Concern was expressed over t he impact from the S I S  P ro ject on f i she r i es i n  I NEL  r i vers and i n  

the Snake R i ver ,  and on the potent i a l  impact on t he aqu i fe r .  

F i s h  hab i tat i n  the B i g  Lost R i ver  near t he S I S  s i te  i s  poor due to low to no water cond i t i ons 

and co l on i zat i on of the r i verbed . In good runoff years , a few f i sh  come downr i ve r  to the i nter i or of 

the I NEL . However , even du r i ng yea rs when the B i g  Lost R i ver  f lows a l l  summer , the major i ty of t he 

f i sh  on the I NEL  are found i n  or near the box canyon area and above the d i vers ion  structure i n  the 

southwestern port ion  of the I NEL . F i sh from the B i g  Lost R i ve r  on t he I NEL  have been ana lyzed and 

found to conta i n  on ly  norma l background l eve l s  of rad i oact i v i ty .  S i nce 1976 , rad i onuc l i des have been 

be low detectab l e  concentrat ions  in ons i te f i s h .  I f  rad i oact i v i ty  has not been found i n  f i sh  on t he 

I NEL , i t  i s  not l i k e ly  t hat I NEL  operat i ons have affected them , nor  wou l d  S I S  operat i ons affect f i sh  

popu lat i ons  i n  other  r i ver  systems ( i nc l ud i ng the Snake R i ver ) . The  S I S  Project , i f  l ocated at  the  

I NEL , wou l d not  have any  hazardous rad i oact i ve l i qu i d  d i scharges to s urface waters . Add i t i ona l 

i nformat ion  on the aqu i fer  i s  g i ven i n  the response to comment 5 . 1 2 . 1 .  

5 . 6 . 1 0 Comment :  

I t  was asked how w i l d l i fe ( e . g . , ducks ) wou ld  be kept from ut i l i z i ng perco lat i on  ponds at t he 

I CPP . 

Stud i es of wate rfow l us i ng the ICPP  perco l at i on ponds are current ly  i n  progres s .  P re l i m i na ry 

data i nd i cate that i t  w i l l  not be necessary to prevent waterfow l from us i ng the perco lat i on ponds . 

A l l  S I S  d i scha rges to the ICPP  perco lat i on ponds wou l d  be nonhazardous and nonrad i oact i ve .  

5 . 6 . 1 1 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the f i sh and w i ld l i fe va l ues of t he Hanford reach of the Co l umb i a  R i ver  were 

i nadequat e l y  desc r i bed . The rev i ewer prov i ded an FWS ana lys i s  of the reach and requested that i t  be 

i nc l uded i n  the F i na l E I S .  

W i th respect to the character i zat ion  of the env i ronment , an E I S  shou l d  succ i nct ly  desc r i be the 

env i ronment to be affected and s hou l d  be no longer than is  necessary to understand the potent i a l  

effects  o f  the proposed act i on and i t s  a l ternat i ves . The brev i ty of a character i zat ion  of the 

ex i st i ng env i ronment is  not i ntended to imp l y  that the env i ronment is  u n i mportant or of no va l ue .  The 

referenced documents c i ted in the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  at the beg i nn i ng of Sect ion  3 . 2  pro v i de 

add i t i ona l characte r i zat i ons of t he aquat i c  eco logy i n  t he Hanford reach of the Co l umb i a  R i ver and 

emphas i ze the reach ' s  un i que va lue . 

5 . 6-4 
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5 . 7  EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS  

5 . 7 . 1  Comment : 

Concern was expressed about t he need for coord i nat i on among the State of I daho . count i es . and 

t he U . S .  Departmen t  of Energy ( DOE ) to  deve l op an emergency p l an to address potent i a l  offs i te and 

ons i te acc i dents  hav ing  offs i te impacts .  I n  add i t i on .  i t  was suggested t hat an exp l i c i t agreement be 

deve l oped and that ro les  and respons i b i l i t i e s  of t he part i c i pants  be def i ned . 

Sect i on 4 . 6  o f  the Draft Env i ronment a l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) and t he F i na l  E I S  def i nes t he 

respons i b i l i t i es and d i scusses coord i nat i on of t he I daho Nat i ona l Eng i nee r i ng Laboratory ( I N EL ) . the 

State of I daho . and l oca l count i es for emergency p reparedness  response to potent i a l  offs i te 

i nc i dents . I t  i s  the respons i b i l i ty ( State of I daho Execut i ve Order 8 1 -8 ) of t he state and l oca l 

emergency p l ann i ng  agenc i e s  to deve l op adequate emergency response p l ans  t hat cover a l l  offs i te 

natura l and man-made d i sasters . 

The coord i nat i on of emergency response act i ons occurs at a l l  l eve l s  ( Federa l .  state . loca l ) . 

Dur i ng an I N EL s i te emergency ,  approp r i ate fac i l i ty ,  contractor , and DOE- I daho Operat i on s  Off i ce 

personne l conduct t he emergency response . Howeve r ,  c l ose l i a i son i s  ma i n ta i ned w i t h  appropr i ate state 

and loca l off i c i a l s ,  i nc l ud i ng d i s patch of a DOE - I daho representat i ve to t he Emergency Operat i ons  

Center  ( EOC ) of  t he offs i te area , as needed . The DOE  A l buquerque Operat i ons  Off ice  ( DOE-AL ) i s  

respon s i b l e  for t he t ransportat i on system used for transport i ng strateg i c  quant i t i e s  of 

Government-owned s pec i a l  nuc l ear  mater i a l  ( SNM ) . DOE A l buquerque i s  respon s i b l e  for coord i nat i on of 

emergency p lann i ng , p reparedness , and response for acc i dents i nvo lv i ng safe secure t ransports ( SSTs ) . 

The I daho Operat i ons  Off ice  of DOE has p rov i ded t he DOE - I daho Emergency P lann i ng , P reparednes s .  

and Response P lan to  the state and l oca l agenc i e s  t o  ass i st t hem i n  deve l op i ng p lans  a s  t hey re l ate t o  

t he I N EL . DOE i s  w i l l i ng to he l p  by rev i ew i ng ex i s t i ng state p l ans as t hey i nteract w i t h  the I NEL . 

DOE i s  a l so w i l l ing  to enter i nto  negot i a t ions to estab l i s h  a s tronger Memorandum of Understand i ng 

(MOU ) to de l i neate areas where ass i stance can be p rov i ded to state and l oca l  response agenc i e s  by DOE 

and t he DOE emergency response  teams . 

5 . 7 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated that DOE shou l d  annua l ly p rov i de emergency response t ra i n ing to state and loca l 

emergency response personne l ,  i nc lu d i ng state po l i ce ,  wh i ch covers on- and off- I NEL  i n c i dents . 

The respons i b i l i ty for t ra i n i ng  state and l oca l  emergency response personne l rests w i t h  t he 

state and l ocal  agenc i e s , per State of I daho Execut i ve Order 8 1 -8 .  To ass i st state and loca l 

personne l .  DOE has p rov i ded t ra i n i ng to t hese groups on severa l occas i ons . part i cu lar ly  i n  t he area of 

rad i o l og i c a l  emergency response . Tra i n i ng a l so i s  made ava i lab le  t hrough other Federa l agenc i e s , such 

as t he U . S .  Department of Transportat ion ( DOT ) , U . S .  Env i ronment a l  Protect i on Agency ( EPA ) , and t he 

Federa l Emergency Management Agency ( FEMA) upon request . One examp le  of DOE ' s  ass i stance i s  t he 

recent t ra i n ing conducted by DOE for Waste I so lat i on P i lot P lant (W I P P ) t ransportat i on act i v i t i e s  and 

on emergency response . Among t he attendees were personne l from the State of I daho Law Enforcement 

Department , C i v i l Defens e .  Rad iat i on Contro l ,  and Env i ronment a l  Qua l i ty  Off i ces . DOE - I daho w i l l  

cont i nue to prov i de t ra i n i ng when requested . The i nformat i on p resented i n  Sect i on 4 . 6  of the Draft 

E I S  has been amp l i f i ed in  the F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 7 - 1  
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5 . 7 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the stat e ,  loca l count i e s  and c i t i es , and DOE shou l d  form a rev i ew team to 

rev i ew and eva l uate ex i st i ng emergency p lans and correct def i c i enc i e s . 

DOE stands ready to ass i st state and loca l agenc i es i n  rev i ew i ng and eva l uat i ng ex i st i ng state 

p lans as  they re late to the I NEL . A request for rev i ew wou l d  be made t hrough the estab l i shed channe l 

of commun i cat i ons between the State of I daho and DOE - I daho . 

5 . 7 . 4  � : 

I t  was requested that DOE acknow ledge ex i s t i ng comm i tments for not i f i cat ion  to the State of 

I daho , and that DOE be w i l l i ng to negot i ate rev i s i ons  as  necessary . 

DOE cont i nues to comp l y  w i t h  ex i s t i ng not i f i cat i on comm i tments as out l i ned i n  the Nonrout i ne 

R e l ease Sect i on of the "Work i ng Agreement , "  wh i ch  prov i des gu i dance for not i f i cat i on  of state and 

l oca l agenc i es in the event of a r e l ease of hazardous ( i nc l ud i ng rad i at ion ) mater i a l s  from the I NE L  i n  

excess o f  agreed-upon l im i t s  between the State of I daho and the U . S .  Energy Research and Dev e lopment 

Adm i n i strat i on ( ERDA ) ( now DOE ) . Th i s  work i ng agreement covers env i ronmenta l mon i to r i n g  at the I N E L ,  

and prov i des gu i dance for not i f i cat i on o f  state and l oca l agenc i es  i n  the event o f  a r e l ease of 

hazardous ( i n c l ud ing rad i at i on ) mate r i a l s  from I NEL  in excess of agreed-upon l im i t s . DOE i s  a l so 

w i l l i ng  to negot i ate necessary changes to not i f i cat ion  comm i tments requested by the State of I daho 

us i ng ex i s t i ng channe l s  of commun i cat ion  w i t h  DOE- I daho . DOT pro v i des tra i n i ng upon request for 

transportat i on-re lated emergenc ies . DOE-AL has respons i b i l i ty for DOE ' s  emergency response . DOE-AL 

recent ly  conducted tra i n i ng for t ransportat i on i nc i dents re lated to t ransuran i c  ( TRU ) waste to wh i ch  

State of I daho personne l were i n v i ted and  wh i ch they attended . 

5 . 7 . 5  Comment :  

I t  was requested that DOE- I daho , i n  coord i nat ion  w i t h  loca l emergency p l ann i ng comm i t tees , 

conduct annua l emergency exerc i ses wh i ch  dea l w i t h  ons i te and transportat i on emergenc i es . 

The I daho Operat i ons Off i ce of DOE conducts an annua l I NEL  s i te-w i de emergency exerc i se .  The 

State of I daho has part i c i pated in the exerc i s e  each year s i nce 1983 . The State of I daho is i n v i ted 

to part i c i pate in  these exerc i ses to ass i st the emergency response organ i zat i ons . Dur i ng each of the 

prev i ous years , DOE - Idaho has concentrated on i n terfac i ng w i t h  one of the l oca l coun t i e s .  Each year a 

d i fferent county i s  c hosen , to m i n i m i ze the impact on the budgets of the p l ann i ng agenc i es .  The state 

and l oca l agenc i es are tasked w i t h  prov i d i ng tra i n i ng to the i r  emergency response organ i zat i ons . 

DOE - I daho w i l l  con t i nue to ass i st i n  the tra i n i ng and pro v i de emergency exerc i ses upon request . 

State of I daho Execut i ve Order 81-8 tasks the state and loca l agenc i es w i t h  the respons i b i l i ty 

for the emergency response to transportat i on emergenc i es .  However ,  the State of I daho and DOE - Idaho 

do have a demonstrated h i story of coord i nat i ng and respond i ng j o i n t l y  to off- I N E L  transportat i on 

acc i dents . The I NEL  has not conducted exerc i ses i nvo lv i ng transportat i on emergenc i es ,  but the State 

of I daho and I NEL  cou l d  deve l op off- I NEL  emergency t ransportat i on exerc i ses if  there was a perce i ved 

need . 

5 . 7-2 
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5 . 7 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Draft E I S  i n d i cated re l iance on ex i s t i ng county emergency p lans  to hand l e  

any s i te-re l ated emergenc i es and a l so  that state/ l oca l  resources are i nadequate for such emergenc i e s . 

DOE - I daho Operat i ons  Off i ce  Order 5500 . 2 ,  Emergency P l ann i ng ,  P reparedness , a n d  Response  for 

Operat i ons , states : "Off-s i t e  emergency cond i t i ons caused by DOE or  DOE contractor act i v i t i e s  or  

operat ions  sha l l  be under the  j u r i sd i ct ion of c i v i l  author i t i es .  Dur i ng S i t e  and  Genera l Emergenc i es ,  

c l ose l i a i son w i l l  be ma i nta i ned w i t h  approp r i ate State and Loca l off i c i a l s ,  i n c l u d i n g  d i spatch of an 

10 representat i ve to  the Emergency Operat i ons  Center of the affected off- s i t e  area , as  needed . "  

The DOE emergency p lans supp l ement state and l oca l emergency response p l ans . A l s o ,  DOE pro

v i des  resources upon request for an emergency that supp l ement the state and l oca l equ i pment and 

personne l .  Refer to  response to  comment 5 . 7 . 1  for add i t i ona l i nformat ion . 

5 . 7 . 7  Comment : 

Concern was expressed over the fact t hat Superfund Amendments Reauthor i zat i on Act ( SARA ) T i t l e  

I I I  was not addressed i n  the Draft E I S . 

DOE - I daho has prov i ded t o  t he state , as part of an on-go ing  process , the appropr i at e  SARA T i t l e  

I I I  data t hat i dent i fy hazardous mater i a l s  used a t  the I NEL . Acknow l edgment o f  the  SARA req u i rements 

has been added to the  F i na l  E I S  in  Tab l e  5-1 , Sect i on 5 . 6 . 6 .  

5 . 7 . 8 Comment : 

Concern was expressed that loca l emergency p lann i ng agenc i es were not b e i ng g i ven gu i dance on 

what t o  p lan for w i t h  regard t o  types of i n c i dents or mate r i a l s  i nvo l ved i n  potent i a l  emergenc i es .  

T h e  state a n d  loca l agenc i es a r e  tasked w i t h  deve l op i ng emergency response p lans  t o  hand l e  a l l  

natura l and man-made d i sasters ( State of I daho Execut i ve Order 8 1-8 ) . To ass i st i n  these effort s ,  

DOE- I daho has prov i ded the state and l oca l agenc i e s  w i th a copy o f  the DOE - I daho Emergency P l ann i ng , 

Preparedness , and Response  P lan . State and loca l author i t i es a l so part i c i pate i n  annua l exerc i ses 

w i t h  DOE - I daho . Add i t i ona l ly ,  DOE - I daho has prov i ded SARA T i t l e  I I I  report ing  data that i dent i fy 

hazardous mate r i a l s  used at the I N EL . DOE- I daho w i l l  a l so ass i s t  i n  the rev i ew of ex i st i ng  p lans as  

t hey re late  to  the  I N EL , upon request by  the  state  or  l oca l agency . 

5 . 7 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was noted that emergency preparedness p lans are be ing  dev e l oped i n vo l v i n g  l oca l and state 

off i c i a l s  and DOE- I daho . 

I n  accordance w i th DOE - I daho Order 5500 . 2 ,  a p lan i s  be i n g  deve l oped to address poten t i a l  

emergenc i e s  a t  the S I S  Fac i l i ty .  Any changes t o  the ex i s t i ng DOE- I daho Emergency P lann i n g ,  

5 . 7-3 
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Preparednes s , and Respons e  P l an w i l l  be p rov i ded to state and l oca l agenc i es for i n fo rma t ion  and for 

i n c l u s i on i nto t he i r  p lans , as has  been done in the pas t .  

5 . 7 . 1 0 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  om i tted any ment i on of or s pec i f i c  prov i s ions  for emergency 

response p lans to dea l w i t h  potent i a l  S I S-re l ated emergenc i e s .  

Sect i on 4 . 6  o f  t he Draft E I S  addressed the emergency p l ann i n g ,  p reparednes s ,  and response 

h i erarchy . The state , loca l ,  DOE , and S I S  Fac i l i ty Emergency Response p l ans  prov i de deta i l s  of the 

ro l e  each organ i zat i on p l ays in emergency response act i on s . Sect ion  4 . 6  has been expanded i n  t he 

F i na l E I S  to prov i de add i t i ona l i n format i on . 

5 . 7 . 1 1 Comment : 

I t  was recommended that re lease l im i t s  and act i on p l ans  ( i f  those l im i t s  are exceeded ) be 

p rov i ded . 

DOE - I daho Order 5500 . 2 ,  DOE - I daho Emergency P l ann i ng , Preparednes s ,  and Response P l an , req u i res 

that t hresho lds  be estab l i shed for response- l eve l act i ons . Fac i l i ty emergency response p l ans  conta i n  

these t hresho l d s .  A work i ng  agreement between the State o f  I daho and ERDA ( now DOE ) cove r i ng 

env i ronmenta l mon i to r i n g  at the I N EL  i dent i f i e s  t hese leve l s ;  i f  t hey are exceeded , the state and 

certa i n  state agenc i es are not i f i ed .  Th i s  agreement has been i n  p l ace s i nce 1 9 7 7 . 

5 . 7 . 1 2 Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the state and l oca l emergency response organ i zat i ons  were i n capa b l e  

of hand l i ng a rout i ne or  potent i a l ly catastroph i c  emergency caused b y  t h e  S I S  Projec t .  Add i t i ona l l y ,  

concern was expressed that t h e  response organ i zat i ons  were i nadequate l y  t ra i ned . 

I n  accordance w i t h  the State of I daho Execut i ve Order 8 1-8 , i t  i s  the respons i b i l i ty of the  

state and  loca l governments to pro v i de adequate emergency response capab i l i ty for a l l  natura l and  

man-made d i sasters . To ass i s t  i n  deve l opment of emergency response p lans  that dea l w i t h  I N EL -re 1ated 

eme rgenc i e s , DOE - I daho has prov i ded the DOE - I daho Emergency P l ann i ng , P repa rednes s ,  and Response P l an 

to the state and l oca l governments  for eva l uat i on and i n c l u s ion in t he i r  p l ans . DOE- I daho a l so  has 

prov i ded SARA T i t l e  I I I  i nformat i on to the state to ass i st in determ i n i ng the types of hazardous  

chem i ca l s  that  cou l d  be encountered i n  an emergency response at the I N EL . To ass i st the state and 

l oca l author i t i e s , DOE has prov i ded t ra i n i ng  to emergency response personne l at the state and l oc a l  

leve l .  DOE ensures t hat state and l oca l agenc i e s  are prov i ded ass i stance from spec i a l  response teams 
( e . g . ,  the DOE Rad i o l og i ca l Ass i stance P rogram ) t hat are t ra i ned to hand l e  rad i o l og i c a l  emergenc i e s . 

Ass i stance i s  a l so ava i l a b l e  from other Federa l agenc i e s ,  such as the EPA ,  FEMA , and U . S .  Coas t  Guard 

Nat i ona l Response Teams , for hazardous mate r i a l s  emergenc i e s . 

5 . 7-4  

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 7 . 1 3 Comment : 

Concern was expressed re l at i ve to the ab i l i ty  of area med i ca l  fac i l i t i es  to hand le  potent i a l  

S I S-re lated emergenc i e s . I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  fa i l ed t o  address t h i s  i s sue . I t  was noted 

that t he qua l i f i cat i ons  of the Eastern I daho Reg i ona l Med i ca l  Center ( E I RMC ) shou l d  be i n c l uded i n  t he 

E I S .  

An MOU between DOE- Idaho and t he E I RMC i s  i n  p lace to prov i de mutua l ass i stance i n  the event 

that the capab i l i t i e s  of  e i ther organ i zat i on are exceeded . T ra i n i ng has been prov i ded by DOE - I daho to 

E IRMC personne l i n  hand l i ng rad i o log i ca l  emergency i n jur i es . The State of I daho Department of Hea l t h  

a n d  We l fare i s  respons i b le f o r  a n d  coord i nates med i ca l  resources dur i ng a n y  dec l ared emergen c i e s  

( State of I daho Execut i ve Order 81-8 ) . The deta i l s  of emergency response procedures are conta i ned i n  

I NE L ,  state , and l oca l emergency p lans ,  wh i ch are d i scussed i n  Sect i on 4 . 6  of the Draft E I S .  Th i s  

sect i on has been expanded i n  the F i na l  E I S . 

I n fo rmat i on  on the qua l i f i cat i ons  of the E I RMC i s  conta i ned i n  the E I RMC Emergency Response  

p l ans .  Cop i e s  of t hese can be obta i ned from loca l p l ann i ng agenc i e s  o r  E I RMC . 

5 . 7 . 1 4 � : 

Concern was expressed that the Shoshone-Bannock t r i ba l  i nfrastructure was not ana l yzed for 

emergency response capab i l i ty .  

DOE - I daho h a s  prov i ded a s s i stance to the Shoshone-Bannock t r i bes dur i ng emergenc i e s ,  i n c l ud i ng 

those out s i de the rea lm  of rad i o l o g i c a l  emergenc i e s . For examp l e ,  dur i ng a pest i c i de f i re on 

reservat i on  l and , DOE - Idaho prov i ded a s s i stance by prov i d i n g  a consu ltant exper i enced in hazardous 

mater i a l  emergen c i e s . DOE- I daho w i l l  cont i nue to prov i de a s s i stance and i s  w i l l i ng to enter i n to 

negot i at i on s  to forma l i ze mutu a l  a id agreement s .  

I n  January 1988 , DOE - I daho met w i th S hoshone-Bannock personne l a t  Fort Ha l l  t o  d i scuss  the 

DOE - I daho Rad i o l og i ca l  Ass i stance P rogram and the ava i l ab i l i ty of resources from the  I NE L  in  the event 

of emergenc ies . DOE - I daho w i l l  pro v i de ass i stance when forma l ly requested to do so . 

5 . 7 . 1 5 � : 

Concern was expressed that the Draft E I S  d i d  not conta i n  deta i l ed emergency response p lans for 

acc i dents  o r  terro r i st attack . 

The DOE - I daho , state , and l oca l agency emergency response p l an s  def i ne the resources ,  act i ons  

for  m i t i gat i on , and  personne l protect i on procedures . T he  deta i l s  of  response p l an s  for dea l i ng  w i th 

terro r i st attacks are c lass i f ied  and were not i n c l uded i n  the Draft E I S  or the F i na l E I S .  Sect i on 4 . 6  
o f  the F i na l  E I S  has been expanded t o  i n c l ude add i t i ona l i nformat i on  o n  respon s i b i l i t i e s , procedures , 

coord i nat i on ,  and t ra i n i ng w i t h  respect to t ransportat i on  acc i dent s .  For i nformat i on on terror i st 

attacks , see the response to comment 5 . 2 5 . 5 .  

5 . 7 - 5  
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Response:
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5 . 7 . 1 6 � : 

I t  was requested that DOE addres s  i n  the E I S  the i n i t i a l  response of i so l at i on and con t a i nment 

of contam i nated areas and protect i on of w i l d l i fe ,  shou l d  an acc i dent occur . 

The response act i ons  to prevent spread of contam i nat i on and exposure of w i l d l i fe are conta i ned 

in the DOE- I daho , state , and loca l emergency p lans . Fac i l i ty sp i l l  prevent i on and contro l p l ans  

conta i n  i ns truct i ons  for  dea l i ng w i th  hazardous mater i a l  emergenc i es based i n  part  on EPA  

requ i rement s .  Sec t i on 4 . 6  o f  the F i n a l  E I S  has been expanded t o  i nc l ude add i t i ona l i nformat ion  on 

respons i b i l i t i e s ,  procedures , coord i nat i on ,  and t ra i n i ng .  A l so refer to responses to comments 5 . 1 . 2 0 

and 5 . 1 . 4 1 .  

5 . 7 . 1 7 Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the Draft E I S  d i d  not prov i de evacuat i on p lans . 

THE DOE - I daho , state , and loca l emergency p lans conta i n  t h e  spec i f i c s  o f  evacuat ion  responses , 

ro les , and methodo log ies . Sect i on 4 . 6  of the F i na l  E I S  has been mod i f i ed to i nc l ude a more deta i l ed 

d i scuss ion  of respons i b i l i t i e s ,  coord i nat i on ,  procedures , and t ra i n i ng .  

5 . 7 . 18 Comment : 

I t  was requested that i nformat i on on the state of read i ness  for off-fac i l i ty care of pub l i c  v i c

t ims of major contam i nat i ng events and rescue methodo logy for those v i ct ims be i nc l uded i n  the F i n a l  

E I S .  

The Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  d i scuss I N E L ,  state , and l oca l emergency response p lans . Each 

p l an addresses the act i on s ,  rescue methodo logy,  and i nterfaces necessary for med ica l care . State of 

I daho Execut i ve Order 81-8  tasks the Department of Hea l th  and We l fare w i t h  t he coord i nat i on of med ica l 

care dur i ng an emergency . The ab i l i ty to respond to emergency cond i t i ons requ i r i ng med i c a l  care i s  

tested at the d i sc ret ion  of loca l and state eme rgency response agenc ies . The hand l i ng of s imu lated 

contam i nated pat ients  i s  an i ntegra l part of Bonnev i l l e County C i v i l  Defense exerc i ses  for ma i nta i n i ng 

state of read i ness . 

5 . 7 . 1 9 � : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  made no ment i on of med i ca l  treatment s , c l eanup equ i pmen t ,  

secur i ty ,  evacuat i on ,  and routes for evacuat i on i n  the event o f  a n  acc i dent . 

Sect i on 4 . 6  of the F i na l  E I S  and the D raft E I S  d i scuss the emergency response p l ans for DOE , 

the State of I daho , and l oca l count ies . These p lans conta i n  the deta i l s for secu r i ty and med ica l care 

arrangements , resources for emergency recovery , and evacuat i on procedures and routes .  Secur i ty 

arrangements are d i scussed i n  these p lans and i n  the MOU that i s  i n  p l ace . 

5 . 7-6  
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5 . 7 . 20 Comment :  

Concern was expressed over the response t imes of emergency teams . 

Ons i te response t ime by t he emergency response team i s  tested annua l ly i n  s i te -w ide exerc i ses . 

The demonst rated response t ime i s  c l ass i f i ed but approp r i ate l y  s hort . The response t imes of offs i te 

eme rgency response teams are t he respons i b i l i ty  of and are tested at t he d i scret i on of t he state and 

l oca l agenc i e s . 

5 . 7 . 2 1 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Draft E I S  shou l d  i dent i fy agenc i es to turn to i n  the event of an 

acc i dent . 

Sec t i on 4 . 6  of the Draft E I S  d i scusses I NE L , state , and l oca l emergency p l ans . Deta i l s of 

occurrence types , response act i on s ,  respon s i b l e  agenc i e s , and who to turn t o  are conta i ned in these 

p l ans . Cop i es of the l oca l emergency p l ans  are ava i lab l e  through the l oc a l  emergency p l ann i ng  off i ce .  

5 . 7 . 22 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the I N E L  was a good ne i ghbor and has prov i ded he l p  on s p i l l s and t ra i n i ng  

programs . 

Tra i n i ng  of state and l oca l emergency response personne l on a var i ety of s imu l ated acc i dents 

has been prov i ded by DOE in t he past as part of a "Good Ne i ghbor" po l i cy . T h i s  pract i ce w i l l  cont i nue 

in t he future when requested . Add i t i ona l l y ,  state and l oca l agenc i e s  are i n v i ted to part i c i pate i n  

t he annua l I NEL  s i te-w i de emergency response exerc i ses . DOE - I daho has a l so prov i ded the State of 

I daho w i th resources under the Rad i o l og i ca l Ass i stance P rogram for t ransportat i on i n c i dents and has 

prov i ded ass i stance to t he Shoshone-Bannock t r i bes for hazardous mate r i a l s  emergenc i e s . 

5 . 7 . 23 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  E I S  shou l d  address t he educat i on and tra i n i ng  of t he hea l t h  

commun i ty o n  p l uton i um hazards from acc i dents . 

The State of I daho Department o f  Hea l t h  and We l fare i s  respon s i b l e  for and coord i nates med i c a l  

resources dur i ng a n y  dec l ared emergenc i e s  ( State o f  I daho Execut i ve Order 8 1-8 ) . Howeve r ,  i n  

cooperat i on w i t h  t he stat e ,  educat i on and t ra i n i ng have a l so been prov i ded by DOE- I daho to E I RMC 

personne l in hand l i ng rad i o l og i ca l  emergency i n jur i es . An MOU between DOE - I daho and E I RMC i s  in p l ace 

to  prov ide  mutua l a s s i stance in t he event t hat the capab i l i t i e s  of e i ther organ i zat i on  are exceeded . 

The deta i l s of emergency response procedures are conta i ned i n  I N EL , state , and l oca l emergency p lans , 

wh i ch are d i scussed i n  t he F i na l  E I S .  

5 . 7-7  
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5 . 7 . 24 Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat t he State of I daho s hou ld  rece i ve Federa l monetary ass i stance i n  emergency 

p lann i n g .  tra i n i ng .  and d i saster response . 

The State of I daho present l y  rece i ves Federa l monetary ass i stance from FEMA i n  the areas of 

emergency p l ann i ng and tra i n i ng . The F i na l E I S  ( Sect i on 4 . 6 ) further exp l a i ns t he i n vo l vement that 

state and Federa l agenc i e s  have in emergency p l ann i n g .  tra i n i ng .  and d i saster response . Refer to  

response to  comment 5 . 7 . 2 .  

5 . 7-8 
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5 . 8  FAC I L I TY DES IGN 

5 . 8 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) P l uton i um Process i ng Bu i l d i ng ( P P B ) 

wou l d  be a Category I structure ma i nta i n i ng a safe cond i t i on dur i ng an acc i dent . I t  was a l so stated 

that a l l  p l uton i um process i ng i n  the fac i l i t i es wou l d  be conducted i n  g l ove boxes w i th exhausts  passed 

through three testab l e  h i gh-eff i c i ency part i c u l ate a i r  ( HEPA ) f i l ters . Others commented on severe 

natura l phenomena , i nd i cat i ng that the P l uton i um Proces s i ng Bu i l d i ng PPB wou l d  w i thstand reg i ona l 

earthquakes of the same or l arger s i ze than the Hebgen Lake and Mt . Borah earthquakes ; that the S I S  

P P B  wou l d  w i thstand severe tornadoes ; and that the S I S  Project wou l d  be const ructed above the P robab l e  

Max imum F l ood ( PMF ) . 

Sect i on 2 . 1 . 3 of the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) and the F i na l E I S  states that 

the PPB and Stand-A l one Storage Vau l t  wou l d  i ndeed be Category I as  des i gned i n  the U . S .  Department of 

Energy I daho Operat i on Off i ce  ( DOE - I daho ) Arch i tectura l Eng i neer i ng  ( A-E ) Standards fac i l i t i es 

const ructed i n  accordance w i t h  DOE Order 6430 . 1A .  These standards spec i fy the des i gn-bas i s  natura l 

phenomena wh i ch  a Category I fac i l i ty des ign  sha l l  w i thstand . Sec t i on 2 . 1 . 2 a l so desc r i bes  how the 

vent i l at i on ,  exhaust , and f i l trat i on systems , i nc l ud i ng those for the g l ove boxe s ,  are des i gned and 

spec i f i es the des i gn-bas i s  natura l phenomena aga i nst  wh i ch these systems are des i gned . I t  a l so 

i nd i cates the s i te wou l d  be graded to ra i se the fac i l i ty f l oor- l eve l e l evat i on s  above the PMF , and 

descr i bes  the PMF . 

5 . 8 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  DOE can des i gn a fac i l i ty to w i thstand a vo l can i c  event . 

Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the F i na l E I S  addresses  vo l can i c  processes that m i ght affect fac i l i t i es at 

the Idaho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I NE L ) such as l ava f l ows , earthquakes assoc i ated w i t h  

vo lcan i sm ,  ground deformat i on ,  a n d  exp l o s i ve erupt i ons . Renewed vo l can i c  act i v i ty wou l d  be preceded 

by moderate se i sm i c  act i v i ty that wou ld  prov i de warn i ng of any threat to the S I S  Project or other I NE L  

fac i l i t i es so  that a n  orde r l y  shutdown and other approp r i ate m i t i gat i ng act i on cou l d  b e  i n i t i at ed . 

Des i gn of the S I S  fac i l i t i e s  to w i thstand a vo l can i c  event wou l d  not be requ i red , because the 

l i ke l i hood of a vo l can i c  event ' s  threaten i ng the S I S  Project i s  s l i ght due to the d i stance between 

potent i a l ly act i ve vo l can i c  areas and the l ong i nterva l between per i od s  of vo l can i c  act i v i ty in the 

area . 

5 . 8 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that there are a lways des i gn comprom i ses  over eff i c i ency , safety , cost , and re l i 

a b i l i ty ,  that some t h i ng s  w i l l  be ove r looked , and that the res u l t  cou ld  be d i sastrous . Concern was 

a l so expressed over t radeoffs of safety and budget for the S I S  Project . 

Des i gn of nuc lear fac i l i t i es such as the S I S  P roject does not comprom i se safety for the sake of 

eff i c i ency , cost , or re l i ab i l i ty .  Potent i a l  re leases and exposures are governed by the pr i nc i p l e  of  

as- low-as-reasonab ly-ach i evab l e  ( ALARA ) to ensure that workers and the pub l i c  are not exposed t o  any 

5 . 8-1  
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s i gn i f i cant l eve l of rad i at i on . I n  add i t i on ,  the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  meet a l l  app l i cab l e  safety 

regu l at i ons . A l l phases of the pro ject wou l d  be subject to i ntern a l  U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) 

i ndependent rev i ew for techno l ogy and des i gn safety . Qua l i ty  assurance requ i rements for t he S I S  

Project i dent i f ied  through system des i gn and safety ana lys i s  wou l d  b e  app l i ed t o  equ i pment , 

components , systems , and p l ant operat i on to assure worker and pub l i c safety . 

5 . 8 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  phys i ca l  protect i on at the S I S  Project i s  be i ng des i gned for the threat to the 

env i ronment by t he year 2000 . 

The threat env i ronment i n  the year 2000 i s  unknown . The S I S  Fac i l i ty safeguards and secur i ty 

systems w i l l  be des i gned to meet a l l  current DOE Orders and gu i dance documents , and DOE cont i n ua l ly 

upgrades secur i ty to new threat c r i ter i a .  

5 . 8 . 5  Comment :  

I t  was stated that the se i sm i c  d i scus s i on needs to be amp l i f i ed .  I t  was i n d i cated that the 

commentor understood a new study wou l d  be made of probab l e  ground acce lerat ion  at the s i te , and that a 

better exp lanat i on i s  appropr i ate for s e l ect i on of the Des i gn-Bas i s  Earthquake ( DBE ) . 

The F i n a l  E I S  d i scuss i on of se i sm i c i ty has been expanded to i n c l ude updated i n format i on i n  

Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3 .  The s e l ect i on o f  the DBE i s  i n  accordance w i th DOE Order 6430 . 1A and the DOE - I daho 

A-E Standards referenced in Sect i on 2 . 1 . 3 of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S .  Based on the 

i nformat i on presented i n  Sect ion  3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the F i na l  E I S ,  the acce l erat i ons used for the S I S  Pro ject 

des i gn are appropr i ate . 

5 . 8 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the DBE for the I N E L  shou l d  be i nc reased to i n c l ude bedrock acce l erat i on at 

least 50 percent greater than l i sted i n  the Draft E I S  because ep i centers of h i gh-magn i tude earthquakes 

a l ong major fau l t s  at the Howe and Arco scarps may be c l ose to t he S I S  Project . 

Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the Draft E I S  characte r i zes the s i te s e i sm i c i ty .  The d i scus s i on on 

se i sm i c i ty has been expanded in the F i n a l  E I S .  The s e l ect i on of the DBE for the S I S  Project is i n  

accordance w i th  DOE Order 6430 . 1A and the DOE - I daho A-E Standards referenced i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 3 .  Based 

on the i nformat i on conta i ned in the F i na l  E I S ,  the bedrock acce l erat i on  used is approp r i ate and shou l d  

n o t  b e  i ncreased by 50 percent . A l though past est imates of fau l t  d i sp l acement o n  t h e  Howe a n d  Arco 

scarps have ranged up to 6 meters , current est imates are centered at about 3 meters . See Sect i on 

3 . 1 . 4 . 3 of t he F i na l E I S  for add i t iona l i nformat ion . 

5 . 8 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the E I S  doesn ' t  d i scuss  Des i gn-Bas i s  F l ood ( DBF ) e l evat i on  and how h i gh  the 

p l ant must be ra i sed to avo i d  the f lood . 

5 . 8-2 
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Sect i on 2 . 1 . 3 of t he Draft E I S  states t hat the S I S  Project i s  be i ng  des i gned to account for a 

PMF , wh i ch i nc l udes a breach of the Mackay Dam l ocated on t he B i g  Lost R i ver upstream of t he I NE L . 

Sect i on  2 . 1 . 3 of the F i na l  E I S  i nd i cates by how much the ex i s t i ng ground l eve l e l evat i on  wou l d  be 

ra i sed by backf i l l  to prec l ude i mpact by a PMF . 

5 . 8 . 8  � : 

I t  was stated t hat t he S I S  des ign  i s  state-of-the-art and emp l oys t he best dose- reduct i on tech

n i ques for  both  the workers and  the offs i te popu l at i on . 

The fac i l i ty  as desc r i bed i n  Sect i ons 2 . 1 . 1  and 2 . 1 . 2  of t he Draft and the F i na l  E I S  i s  

state-of-the-art and emp l oys the best dose reduct i on techn i ques current l y  ava i l ab l e .  DOE p l aces 

pr i o r i ty on safety of t he des i gn ,  and on the safety of t he construct i on and operat i on of a l l  

fac i l i t i e s . 

5 . 8 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was s tated t hat t he Des i gn-Bas i s  Acc i dent ( DBA ) cannot be eva l uated prope r l y  because 

eng i neer i ng c r i te r i a  do not ex i s t . 

T h e  Draft E I S  and t he F i na l  E I S c i te app l i cab l e  DOE Orders and t he DOE- I daho A - E  standards , 

wh i ch p rov i de genera l des i gn c r i ter i a .  Spec i f i c approved S I S  project eng i nee r i ng des i gn c r i ter i a  are 

i n  p lace and are based on t he genera l des i gn c r i te r i a  and t he spec i f i c  p rocess requ i rements ,  and 

prov i de an adequate bas i s  for eva l uat i on of the DBA . 

5 . 8 . 1 0  Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat t he Draft E I S  d i d  not cons i der  eff i c i enc i es of product recovery ,  as 

requested dur i ng scop i ng .  

The eff i c i enc i es of p roduct recovery were cons idered i n  determ i n i ng impacts ,  but were not 

documented because t hey are c lass i f i ed .  Sec t i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  descr i bes 

operat i ona l em i ss i ons , eff l uents ,  and so l i d wastes from the S I S  fac i l i t i es and fu l ly accounts for 

quant i t i e s  of p roduct , by-product , and process waste streams . 

5 . 8 . 1 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat t he Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  shou l d  d i scuss  sources of combus t i b l e  

gases , type ( s ) o f  combust i b l e  gas mon i tors used w i th g l ove boxes , and why combust i b le gas mon i tors 

wou l d  be needed . 
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The source o f  combust i b l e  gases i s  descr i bed i n  Draft E I S  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 1 . 2 .  Br i ef ly ,  t he 

p l uton i um product depos i ted on t he product co l l ector i s  reacted w i th hydrogen ( the combust i b l e  gas ) to  

produce a hydr i de powder and t hen heated ( re l eas i ng  combust i b l e  hydrogen ) to  produce a so l i d meta l  

product .  The Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  descr i bed the approach t o  avo i d i ng combus t i b l e  gas m i xtures 

in  g l ove boxes by prov i d i ng  gas-compos i t ion  mon i tor i n g ,  off-gas recomb i ners , and adequate vent i l at i on 

f l ows and cont ro l s .  The combust i b l e  gas mon i tors wou l d  be used to mon i tor  the gas compos i t i on , wh i ch 

i s  used t o  assess  process  parameters such as reac t i on comp leteness . The spec i f i c  types of gas 

mon i tors  wou l d  be chosen as  the advanced des i gn deve l ops fo l l ow i ng the F i na l  E I S .  

5 . 8 . 1 2  Comment � 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  shou l d  desc r i be i n s trumentat i on  and methods used to test  HEPA 

f i l ters , spec i fy cond i t i ons  ( e . g . , pressure drop greater than . . .  ) that cou l d  requ i re f i l ter  rep l ace

ment , and spec i fy f requency at wh ich  the f i l ters are tested . 

The HEPA f i l ter  test i ng i n s trumentat i on and methods are i n  accordance w i t h  t he requ i rements of 

Amer i can Nat i ona l Standards I n st i tute ( AN S I ) N509 and N5 1 0 .  The spec i f i c  i n s trumentat i on and methods 

are to  be deve l oped in deta i l ed des i gn . However ,  f i l ters  wou l d  be rep l aced whenever t he i r  performance 

fa l l s out s ide vendor or  ANS I  test spec i f i cat ions . F i l ters wou l d  be tested pr i or to and after 

i nsta l l at i on , and wou l d  be cont i n uous l y  mon i tored dur i ng  use ( for pressure drop ) and annua l ly if st i l l  

i n  use . The frequency of test i ng and spec i f i c  cond i t i ons  wh ich  cou l d  requ i re f i l ter  rep l acement wou l d  

a lso conform to t h e  overa l l  rad i o l og i c a l  protect i on requ i rements i n  accordance w i t h  D O E  Orders 5480 . 1  

and 643 0 . 1 A .  The E I S  i s  n o t  i ntended to be a deta i l ed eng i neer i ng desc r i p t ion  of t h e  fac i l i t i e s  that 

wou l d  be constructed and operated , and t herefore the requested deta i l ed i nformat i on  has not been 

i nc l uded i n  the F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 8 . 1 3 Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat Sec t i on 2 of the Draft E I S  shou l d  be expanded to i nc l ude a more 

comprehens i ve d i scus s i on of i n s trumentat ion  systems to be i n sta l l ed i n  the fac i l i t i e s  to  mon i tor the 

workp lace rad i o l og i c a l  cond i t i ons , such as rad i at i on and c r i t i ca l i ty mon i tors . 

Sect i on 2 . 1 . 2 . 1  descr i bed the DOE Orders and other nat i ona l standards to be used i n  t he deS ign 

of the i n strumentat i on systems to mon i tor the workp lace rad i o l og i ca l  cond i t ions , such as area 

rad iat i on mon i tors , c r i t i c a l i ty mon i tors , and a l arm systems . The spec i f i c  cr i ter i a  for 

i n s trumentat i on systems to be i n sta l l ed w i l l  be deve loped dur i ng deta i l ed des i gn ,  but w i l l  meet , for 

examp l e ,  ANS I  standards for cr i t i ca l i ty a larm systems and for rad i a t ion  mon i tors . 

5 . 8 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was noted that , at a meet ing  between I N EL off i c i a l s  and the State of I daho on 4/4/88 , 

i nformat i on was presented that i nd i cated that S I S  bu i l d i ngs wou l d  conta i n  l i qU i d  wastes from s p i l l s .  

There i s  n o  i n format i on i n  the Draft E I S  on how postu lated acc i dent scena r i o s  wou l d  affect l i qu i d  

waste concentrators , evaporators , and quarant ine  tanks . There i s  a l so  no i n format i on on how t he 
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fac i l i ty  wou l d  conta i n  t he l i q u i d  waste s tream when t he f i re spr i nk ler  system d i scharges , wa s h i ng 

p l uton i um from the a i r .  The F i na l  E I S  shou ld  c l ear ly  state that t he S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  be const ructed 

to conta i n  l i q u i d  waste from a l l  post u l ated acc i dents . 

I n  accordance w i t h  DOE Order 6430 . 1A ,  the S I S  Project wou l d  be des i gned to conta i n  a l l  l i qu i d  

rad i oact i ve s p i l l s  i n  t h e  event o f  a DBA , i nc l ud i ng that from a DBE . A s  requ i red i n  DOE Order 

6430 . 1A ,  a l l  p i pes  or other condu i ts--wh i ch wou l d  i n c l ude equ i pment such as the evaporator--for the 

transfer of p l uton i um in  a product or waste l i qu i d wou l d  be at l east doub l e-wa l l ed or run w i t h i n  an 

enc l osure that wou l d  prov i de for a second l eak-t i ght barr i er  in  the event of a DBA .  I n  t he event o f  a 

f i re , f i re suppress i on by water i n  p l uton i um areas i s  not the preferred met hod of ext i ngu i sh i n g ,  due 

to potent i a l  for cr i t i ca l i ty .  As c la r i f i ed in the F i na l  E I S  in Sect i on  2 . 1 . 2 . 1 ,  F i re P rotect ion , wet 

p i pe spr i nk l ers  wou l d  serve as backup to the Ha l on pr imary f i re suppress i on systems in t he separator 

contro l and l oca l contro l rooms , and zoned prereact i on superv i sed spr i nk ler  systems wou l d  be used to 

s t r i c t l y  contro l acc i denta l water d i scharge based on cr i t i ca l i ty ana l ys i s  i n  p l uton i um proces s i n g ,  

hand l i ng , and storage areas . The object i ves of the f i re suppress i on systems are to ext i ngu i s h  f i res  

and  not  to  wash  p l uton i um from the a i r .  The  F i na l  E I S  has  referenced i n  numerous l ocat i ons  t hroughout 

Chapter 2 that the S I S  Project wou l d  be des i gned in accordance w i th DOE Order 6430 . 1A ,  wh i c h  prov i des 

for the conta i nment of rad i oact i ve l i qu i ds conta i n i ng  p l uton i um in the event of a DBA . 

5 . 8 . 1 5  Conrnent : 

I t  was stated that the PPB  coo l i ng tower b lowdown and process steam condensate wou l d  be routed 

to the same quarant i ne  tanks as the overheads from t he waste evaporat ion . However , decontam i nat i on of 

tanks is not addressed in the case where the ana l yses i n d i cate hazardous waste has been stored in the 

tanks . 

The F i na l  E I S  ( F i gure 2-9 ) ref lects that the current des i gn separates the quarant i n e  tanks 

from t he coo l i ng t ower b lowdown and process steam condensate . Hazardous waste wou l d  be segregated i n  

a separate system, and decontam i nat i on o f  the tank wou l d  not b e  necessary unt i l  ma i n tenance i s  

requ i red ; therefore , decontam i nat i on o f  tanks i s  not addressed . 

5 . 8 . 1 6  Conrnent : 

I t  was stated t hat there i s  a d i screpancy between the Draft E I S  and the budget subm i ss i on to 

Congress  in the number of separator l i nes . I t  wa s a l so  noted that i f  the number of l i nes  i ncreases , 

the Draft E I S  may substant i a l ly underest imate the env i ronment a l  impacts because more p l uton i um can or 

w i l l  be processed . 

The change from two separator l i nes  to four resu l ted from a p l ant  l ayout con f i gurat i on change 

after the Draft E I S  was i s sued . The number of separator l i nes  does not quant i fy p l an t  t hroughput but 

on ly  the number of separator un i ts ,  wh i ch has not changed . The S I S  Project capac i ty ( throughput ) and 

the subsequent env i ronmenta l impacts rema i n  unchanged . The F i n a l  E I S  ( Sect i on 2 . 1 . 1 ) states that four 

separator l i nes  each conta i n i ng  four separator un i ts wou l d  be used . 
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5 . 8 . 1 7 Comment : 

I t  was asked what the a l arm set po i nt  for the PPB  stack mon i tor , wh i c h  i nd i cates h i gh 

rad i onuc l i de l eve l s ,  wou l d  be . 

At the current stage of des ign  the a l a rm set po i nt  has not been estab l i shed . The a l arm set 

po i nt  for the PPB  stack mon i tor wou l d  be estab l i shed based on the f i n a l  stack des i gn and the act ua l 

i n s trumentat i on  s e l ected to ensure that a l l  reg u l atory requ i rements  and des i gn object i ves , such as 

ANS I  N 13 . 1  and DOE Order 643 0 . 1A ,  are fu l f i l l ed to meet a l l  reg u l atory requ i rements . 

5 . 8 . 18 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  shou l d  descr i be PPB  stack mon i tors for rad i oact i ve and 

nonrad i oact i ve em i ss i on s ,  l i st t he gases to be mon i tored , the types of mon i tors , and where mon i tor  

probes w i l l  be  l ocated i n  the stacks . 

Sect i on  2 . 1 . 2 . 1  i n d i cated t hat the stack mon i tor i ng for rad i onuc l i des wou l d  b e  i n  accordance 

w i t h  ANS I  N 13 . 1  and DOE Order 6430 . 1A .  As the advanced des i gn proceeds , add i t i ona l deta i l s such as 

the const i t uents to  be mon i tored , spec i f i c  mon itor  des i gn ,  prec i se i sok i net i c  probe l ocat i on , etc . ,  of 

t hese systems w i l l  be deve l oped . 

5 . 8 . 1 9 Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat t he Draft E I S  shou ld  des c r i be how a negat i ve pressure i s  produced i n  

Zone I I I ,  and that a f l ow d i agram o f  exhaust systems assoc i ated w i t h  Zones I ,  I I ,  and I I I  i s  needed . 

The negat i ve pressure d i fferent i a l  between Zone I I I  and Zone I I  wou l d  be prov i ded by the 

exhaust fans desc r i bed in  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 2 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S .  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 2 . 1  

descr i bed vent i l at i on Zones I ,  I I  and I I I  and t he i r  i nterre l at i onsh i p .  I n  add i t i on , F i gure 2 -8 showed 

t he pre l im i nary atmospher i c  em i s s i ons  funct i ona l f low d i agrams . 

5 . 8 . 20 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the actua l expend i ture rate for p l uton i um Atom i c  Vapor Laser I sotope 

Separat i on ( AVL I S ) is so d i fferent from the expected rate based on other l aser-based dev e l opment 

projects of the durat i on spec i f i ed by DOE , that the comp l et i on schedu l e  is l i ke l y  in erro r .  I t  was 

a l so noted that the Draft E I S  underest imated the research and deve l opment t ime to deve l op the 

techno l ogy , wh i ch w i l l  de l ay t he schedu le  and i ncrease cost s .  

" Other l aser-based deve lopment projects" sho u l d  not be compared w i t h  t he AVL I S  deve lopment 

program . The " other l aser-based deve l opment project s"  may or may not be s im i l ar  to  t he AVL I S  program 

in comp l ex i ty and deve l opment matur i ty .  Phys i ca l  construct ion  o f  t he S I S  Project cou l d  not start 

unt i l  after the AVL I S  techn o l ogy i s  demonstrated i n  a major program m i l estone ca l l ed P l ant  Performance 
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Ver i f icat i on Ser i e s  that uses fu l l - sca le  p lant-prototyp i ca l  equ i pment . As of September 1988 , the 

deve lopment  that is  p l anned and schedu l ed to support a construct i on go-ahead in  F i sca l Year 1990  is  on 

schedu l e .  Techn i c a l  performance o f  the lasers and separators i s  accepta b l e  t o  meet p l ant  operat ing  

req u i rement s .  "Co l d" tests  us i ng surrogate mater i a l  ( nonrad i oact i ve but  a good s imu lat i on ) have been 

successfu l .  The copper l asers have been operat i ng  24 hours per day , 7 days per week for over 2 1 / 2  

years . The dye lasers  are we l l  understood and the wave l engths necessary for the S I S  Project have been 

successfu l ly demonstrated at Lawrence L i vermore Nat i ona l Laboratory ( LLNL ) . The ma i n l i n e  

pyrochem i s try a n d  new aqueous process  wou l d  b e  demonstrated before p l an t  construct i on .  The rema i n i ng  

S I S  support i ng deve lopment act i v i t i e s  wou l d  i nc l ude i n tegrat i ng t he  demonstrated lasers and  separators 

and conduct i ng the i n tegrated separat ion  demonstrat i ons . These demonstrat i ons  are p l anned to start i n  

ear l y  1989 and to b e  comp l eted i n  ea r l y  199 0 .  

I ncrease i n  tota l project cost may not prov i de a good bas i s  for project i ng t h e  occurrence of 

further de l ays or cost i ncreases . As w i t h  many Government projects , i n c l ud i ng the S I S  P roject , 

reduct i ons  i n  fund i n g  from t he fund i ng or i g i na l ly requested requ i re a stretch i ng out of act i v i t i e s , 

resu l t i ng i n  h i gher l abor and equ i pment  cost s . 
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5 . 9  FREON 

5 . 9 . 1  Coment :  

Concern was expressed over the potent i a l  Freon re l ease to  the atmosphere ( l ess  t han 20  tons per 

year ) because of the imp l i cat i on that certa i n  Freons dep l ete the stratosphe r i c  ozone layer . Other 

rev i ewers referred to " rad i oact i ve" Freons ,  and another stated that tox i c  f l uorocarbons are re leased 

dur i ng norma l operat i ons . 

The 20-ton per year f i gure i n  t he Draft and t he F i na l  Env i ronmenta l I mpact Statement ( E I S ) 

refers t o  the upper projected max imum amount of tota l vo l at i l e organ i c  compounds ( VOCs ) potent i a l ly  

ant i c i pated -- wh i c h  wou l d  be re l eased comp r i sed pr imar i ly of , but  not l im i ted to , Freon . Th i s  

em i s s i on wou l d  meet U . S .  Env i ronmenta l P rotec t i on Agency ( EPA ) and State of I daho c r i ter i a  for 

po l l utant de m i n im i s  l im i t s  for VOCs under the P revent i on of S i gn i f i cant Deter i orat i on ( PSD ) 

requ i rements .  Freon i s  not produced i n  the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) process  but i s  used as a 

coo l i ng f l u i d  i n  the copper laser power system .  Freon i s  not a rad i oact i ve mater i a l . Because the 

copper lasers  wou l d  be l ocated in  the Laser Support Bu i l d i ng , the Freons are not exposed to any 

rad i oac t i ve mater i a l .  Therefore , t here wou ld  be no re l ease of rad i oact i ve Freon from the S I S  

Fac i l i ty .  

There i s  cons i derab l e  ev i dence that Freons may dep l ete t he stratospher i c  ozone l ayer , as 

d i scussed in Sect i on  4 . 1 . 2 . 2  of the Draft E I S  and t he F i na l  E I S .  Work i s  on-go i ng both to  f i nd ways 

to further reduce the em i ss i ons  and to f i nd a subst i tute mater i a l  for use in the S I S  P ro ject  that 

wou l d  have no adverse impact on the env i ronment . Sect i on 5 . 4  of the F i na l  E I S  d i scusses t he recent 

EPA regu l at i on t hat requ i res a 50-percent reduc t i on of product i on and consumpt i on of 

c h l orof l uorocarbons such as Freon by 199B ,  and Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 2  of the F i na l E IS  d i scusses measures 

that wou l d  be taken to  reduce Freon em i s s ions  as we l l  as to  use a subst i tute when ava i lab l e .  

5 . 9 . 2  Coment : 

I t  was requested that est i mates of the quant i ty of uncontro l l ed Freon em i s s i ons and the  

effec t i veness of contro l measures be  prov i ded . 

Operat i on  of the p l ant  as curren t l y  des i gned wou l d  res u l t  i n  a max imum annua l re l ease of l ess  

t han 20  tons  of VOCs . The  VOCs are  pr imar i l y ,  but not  l im i ted to , Freons .  The va l ue of VOC em i ss i ons  

ant i c i pated annua l ly wou l d  be  l ess  t han one-ha l f  t he de  m i n im i s  l eve l for  VOCs as conta i ned i n  4 0  CFR 

52 . 

The S I S  Laser System , Support Bu i l d i ng ,  refur b i s hment system ,  and operat i ona l procedures are 

des i gned to m i n im i ze Freon em i s s i ons . Efforts are on-go i ng to further reduce em i s s i ons by i n c l ud i ng 

measures such as ch i l l e r  and condensat i on systems to reduce evaporat i on of Freon dur i ng refurb i shmen t ,  

and vapor recovery systems for recyc l i ng t h e  Freon . Des i gns are be i ng exam i ned that wou l d  m i n im i ze  

t he requ i red i nventory . I n ventory mon i tors , l oc a l  s p i l l  detectors , and  em i s s ion  mon i tors  wou l d  be  

used  to detect res i d u a l  Freon l osses , and  these  data wou ld  be  used  to improve operat i ng procedures to  

further reduce em i s s i ons . I n  add i t i o n ,  comerc i a l  Freon manufacturers a re work i ng w i t h  the  S I S  

Project t o  i dent i fy and/or deve lop subst i tute d i e l ectr i c  coo lants that have n o  adverse impact o n  the 

env i ronment ; these potent i a l  subst i t utes are be i ng eva l uated for potent i a l  use  in  the S I S  P roject  and 

wou l d  be imp l emented when prac t i ca l . 
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5 . 9 . 3  Comment :  

Concern was expressed about re leas i ng Freon to  the atmosphere because of potent i a l  impact s  upon 

stratospher i c  ozone . I t  was requested that the impact of Freon re l eased from S I S  fac i l i t i es upon the 

ozone layers be addressed , and that an assessment of the r i sk of sk i n  cancer from Freon em i s s i ons  be 

i n c l uded in the F i na l  E I S .  Concern was a l so expressed about "rad i oact i ve"  Freon . 

Operat i on of the p l ant , as current l y  des i gned , wou ld  re lease l e s s  than 20 tons per year of 

VOCs , cons i st i ng  most ly of Freon . T h i s  re lease wou ld  be less  t han one-ha l f  of the de m i n im i s  l eve l 

set by t he EPA for the PSD  for VOCs . For compa r i son , 20 tons  const i tutes approx imate ly 0 . 006% of t he 

est imated 1/3  m i l l i on tons  consumed i n  the Un i ted States i n  1 98 5 . 

The t heoret i c a l  i mpact s  from the re lease of 20 tons of Freon on the ozone l ayer and the 

occurrence of sk i n  cancer have been est imated us i ng the deta i l ed i nformat i on presented in  

Protect ion  of Ozone , December 1 987 . The c a l c u l at i ons  i nd i cate t hat : 

A .  Stratospher i c  ozone wou ld decrease by about 1 x 1 0-6  percent per year . 

B .  The annua l r i sk t o  an i n d i v i dua l member o f  Un i ted States popu lat i on t o  fata l sk i n  cancer 

wou l d  i ncrease by 2 . 7  x 1 0- 1 2 . 

Based on these res u l t s  the impact s  wou ld be neg l i g i b l e . The above i nformat i on has been presented i n  

the F i n a l  E I S i n  Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 2 .  

The S I S  Laser System , Support Bu i l d i ng ,  refurb i shment system , and operat i ona l procedures are 

des i gned to m i n im i ze Freon em i ss i on s . Efforts are on-go i n g  to  further reduce em i s s i ons  by i nc l ud i ng 

measures s uch as ch i l ler  and condensat ion  systems to reduce evaporat i on of Freon dur i ng refurb i shment , 

and vapor recovery systems for recyc l i ng the Freon . Des i gn s  are be i ng exam i ned that wou ld  m i n i m i ze 

the requ i red i nventory . I nventory mon i tors , l ocal  sp i l l  detectors , and em i ss i on mo� i tors  wou l d  be 

used to detect res i dua l Freon losses , and these data wou l d  be used to improve operat i ng procedures to 

fu rther reduce em i ss i ons . I n  add i t i on ,  commerc i a l  Freon manufacturers a re work i ng w i th t he S I S  

P roject  t o  i dent i fy and/or deve l op subs t i tute d i e l ect r i c  coo lants  that have n o  adverse i mpact on the 

env i ronment ; these poten t i a l  subs t i tutes are be i ng eva l uated for potent i a l  use  in  the S I S  P ro ject  and 

wou l d  be i mp l emented when pract i ca l .  

As i nd i cated i n  t he response to  comment 5 . 9 . 1 ,  the Freons re leased wou l d  not be rad i oact i v e .  

5 . 9 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was requested that the Draft E I S  i nc l ude a d i scuss i on of m i t i gat i on measures  to be used t o  

control  F reon em i ss i ons , and a d i scuss i on of  t h e  poss i b l e use of non-ozone-dep l et i n g  chem i ca l s .  

Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 2  of the F i n a l  E I S  has been expanded to d i scuss  the  m i t i gat i on meas u res  ( e . g . , 

the use  of c h i l l er systems to reduce evaporat i on and vapor recovery systems for recyc l i ng the Freon ) 

that wou l d  be u sed to contro l Freon em i s s i ons  and the poss i b l e  use of chem i c a l s  w i t h a l ower 

ozone-dep let i ng potent i a l . 
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5 . 9 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that Sect i on 157 ( B ) of the C lean A i r  Act proposes to restr i ct  the produc t i on and 

consumpt i on of spec i f i ed ozone-dep l et i ng chem i ca l s .  I t  was a l so stated that the Draft E I S  s hou l d  

address Freon re l eases re lat i ve t o  em i ss i on l im i ts i nternat i ona l ly .  

A d i scuss i on has been added to Sect i on 5 . 4  of t he F i na l E I S  on the Montrea l P rotoco l ,  wh i c h .  

when enacted . w i l l  l im i t  Freon product i on t o  5 0  percent o f  t he 1986 produc t i on va l ues  b y  1998 . 
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5 . 1 0 GEOLOGY 

5 . 1 0 . 1  Comment : 

Concern was noted about the adequacy of the Draft Env i romenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) 

presentat i on on vo l can i c  and s e i sm i c  or earthquake hazards . i nc l ud i ng the  sc i ent i f i c  documentat i on 

g i ven . Others s tated that i t  d i d  not address the  potent i a l  for a p l uton i um l eak to the  aqu i fer . 

Sect i ons  3 . 1 . 4 . 2  and 3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the  F i na l  E I S  have been mod i f i ed to i nc l ude more spec i f i c  

i nformat i on o n  s e i sm i c  and vo l can i c  hazards based o n  recent and on-go ing  sc i ent i f i c  stud i es a t  the 

I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I N EL ) . A l so .  see the responses to  comments 5 . 1 2 . 1  and 5 . 1 2 . 2  

for i nformat i on on t he potent i a l  for a p l uton i um l eak t o  the aqu i fer . 

5 . 1 0 . 2  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that t he Draft E I S  underest imates earthquake poten t i a l  at t he I N EL . 

because a 7 . 3-magn i t ude earthquake i s  a ma jor earthquake and i t s  zone of impact wou l d  therefore be 

cons i dered major . not m i nor . a s  the Draft E I S  contends . 

I nformat i on on se i sm i c  act i v i ty i n  the area surround i ng the I N EL has been expanded i n  Sect ion  

3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the F i na l  E I S .  Wh i l e s e i sm i c  act i v i ty i s  s i gn i f i cant .  w ith  major  events  occ u r r i ng i n  areas 

surround i ng t he I N EL , t he Snake R i ver P l a i n  on wh i c h  t he I N EL is l ocated i s  genera l ly descr i bed as 

ase i sm i c .  The F i na l E I S  states that a l t hough the 1983 shock from t he 7 . 3-magn i tude Mt . Borah 

earthquake ( a Mod i f i ed Merca l i  I ntens i ty rat i ng of V I ) was fe l t  at the I N EL . no st ructura l or 

safety-re l ated damage occurred . 

The consequences of a Des i gn-Bas i s  Earthquake ( DBE ) are d i scussed i n  Sect ion  4 . 1 . 3 . 1  of t he 

F i n a l  E I S ,  wh i ch i n d i cates t hat t here wou l d  be no s i gn i f i cant adverse impact s  to env i ronmenta l qua l i ty 

or human hea l t h  and safety . 

5 . 1 0 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that t he Draft E I S  i s  i ncons i stent i n  say i ng the I N EL  has a h i story of vo l can ic  

act i v i ty ,  and  a l so t hat t here i s  no ant i c i pated prob lem from vo l can i c  hazards . 

A l t hough the Eastern Snake R i ver P la i n  has had a geo log i c  h i story of vo l can i c  act i v i ty ,  

ava i l a b l e  data i n d i cates the potent i a l  t hreat from vo l can i c  erupt i ons  i s  l ow .  Dur i ng a per i od of 

erupt i ve act i v i ty at a part i cu l ar f i s sure erupt i on zone , the i nterva l ( once erupt i ons  have begun ) 

between erupt i ons  may be 2000 to 3000 years . w i th t he l ast  major erupt i ve cyc l e  near the proposed 

Spec i a l  I s tope Separat i on ( S I S )  Project s i te hav i ng occurred approx imate l y  255 , 000 years ago . The 

i nterva l between t he major erupt i ve cyc les  measured on the I N EL  i s  about 80 . 000 to 2 2 5 , 000 years . 

Sect ion  3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the  F i n a l  E I S  has been expanded to i nc l ude add i t i ona l i nformat i on . 

5 . 1 0 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was s tated that the I N EL i s  l ocated i n  a geo l og i ca l ly act i ve area . 

5 . 1 0- 1  

Response:

Response:

Response:



I n  the perspec t i ve of geo l og i c  t ime , the reg i on i s  act i ve ,  but i n  the perspec t i ve of 

i nd i v i dua l human l i fe s pan or  the projected ut i l i zat i on per i od of the S I S  P rojec t ,  the i nterva l s  

between geo log i c  events ( such as  earthquakes or  vo lcan i c  erupt i ons ) are ext reme ly long , a s  i nd i cated 

in the response to  comment 5 . 1 0 . 3 .  The S I S  P roject wou l d  b e  des i gned t o  w i thstand the effects o f  a 

DBE ; see Sect i on 2 . 1 . 3 of t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  and Sect ion  3 . 1 . 4 . 3  ( Se i sm i c  and Vo lcan i c  

Act i v i ty ) i n  the F i na l E I S . 

5 . 1 0 . 5  Comment : 

Concern was expressed about the earthquake potent i a l  of the  area . 

The F i na l  E I S  ( Sect ion  3 . 1 . 4 . 3 )  has been expanded to rev i ew the  latest data on the earthquake 

potent i a l  of the area . Based on these data , the p robab i l i ty of an earthquake approach i ng a DBE at the 

p roposed S I S  Fac i l i ty is  very low ,  or  a return per i od of about 3 0 , 000 years . See a l so the responses 

to  comments 5 . 1 0 . 2  and 5 . 1 0 . 6  for more i nformat i on on se i sm i c  hazard c lass i f i cat i on of the I N EL . 

5 . 1 0 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the 1981  downgrad ing  of the I NE L  from Un i form B u i l d i ng Code ( UBC ) se i sm i c  

r i sk Zone 3 t o  Zone 2 i s  i napprop r i ate . 

T h e  UBC s e i sm i c  zone map i s  f requent l y  updated , norma l ly every three years , based o n  new or  

add i t i ona l earthquake data . I n  l i ght of the 1 983 Mt . Borah earthquake and other data , t he area 

i n c l uded in Zone 3 in the 1987 vers i on of  the map has been expanded over that in the 1 981 vers ion . 

Howeve r ,  the I N EL  i s  st i l l  i n  Zone 2B , cons i stent w i t h  the data recorded f rom the 1 983 eart hquake . A 

d i fferent approach ( see reference ) to se i sm i c  hazard zon ing  i s  even more usefu l ,  as i t  takes i nto 

account earthquake frequenc y .  T h e  map deve loped for th i s  approach shows t h e  S I S  s i te  i n  t h e  lowes t  

zone of earthquake potent i a l  based o n  h i stor i c  data ( Ke l l e r ,  E .  A . , 1 987 , Env i ronmenta l Geo logy , 5th 

ed . ,  Merr i l l  P ub l i s h i ng Co . ,  p .  1 5 7 ) . 

5 . 1 0 . 7  Comment : 

Rev i ewers commented that the I NE L  i s  and the S I S  P roject  wou l d  be located near or on 

geo log i ca l  fau lts , and the Draft E I S  om i tted stud ies  on geo l og i ca l  fau l t i ng i n  the area . I t  was 

requested that the potent i a l  for se i sm i c  act i v i ty  on the Howe area fau l t s  be e l uc i dated . 

The F i n a l  E I S  ( Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3 ) has been expanded to address the fau l t s  near or on the I N EL , 

such as the  Howe segment , and the i r  potent i a l  for act i v i ty .  Act ive  fau l t s  occur i n  the mounta i nous 

areas adjacent to  the Eastern Snake R i ver  P l a i n  on wh i ch  the I NE L  is s i ted . The P l a i n  i t s e l f  i s  

re lat i ve ly ase i sm i c  o r  i nact i ve .  

5 . 1 0 . 8  Comment : 

Rev i ewers commented that there was the potent i a l  for resumed vo l can i c  act i v i ty i n  the area . 

5 . 1 0-2  

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



The recurrence i nterva l s  between the resumpt i on of l ava f l ows at i n d i v i dua l s i tes stud i ed 

w i th i n  the I NEL  are on the order of 80 , 000 to 225 , 000 years . The proposed l ocat i on of the S I S  P roject 

at  t he I N EL  is away from the r i ft zones . For a more deta i l ed d i scuss i on of vo l can i c  act i v i ty at t he 

I N EL , see Sect i on 3 . 1  i n  t he F i na l  E I S .  See a l so t he response t o  comment 5 . 1 0 . 3 .  

5 . 1 0 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat t he recurrence i nterva l for vo l can i c  act i v i ty at the I N EL  shou ld  be 3000 

years rather t han 3 0 , 000  years as  stated in Draft E I S .  I n  add i t i on , i t  was observed t hat t he l i ke l i 

hood of rhyo l i t i c  act i v i ty at t he I NEL  i s  essent i a l l y  zero . 

A l t hough t he recurrence i nt erva l for erupt ions  a l ong r i ft zones on t he Eastern S nake R i ver 

p l a i n  is  approx imate l y  2000 to  3000 years wh i l e an i nd i v i dua l r i ft zone is  act i ve ( Kuntz et a l . ,  1986a 

and Kuntz , 1978a ) , study of spec i f i c  areas w i t h i n  the I NEL  away from t he r i ft zones ( S I S  is  "away" 

from the r i ft zones ) , shows t hat the average i nterva l between act i v i ty at i nd i v i dua l s i tes  ranges from 

approx imate l y  80 , 000 to  225 , 000 years . The sect i on on vo l can i sm i n  the F i na l  E I S  ( Sec t i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3 ) 

has been expanded to d i scuss  rhyo l i t i c  vo l can i sm and conc l udes that i t  i s  unreasonab l e  to be l i eve that 

such an erupt i on  w i l l  occur dur ing  the operat i ng l i fet ime of the S I S  P roject . 

5 . 1 0 . 1 0 Comment : 

Comments were rec e i ved on the r i sk to t he S I S  Fac i l i ty from basa l t i c  l ava f l ows . 

The F i n a l  E I S  has  been expanded to further address vo l can i c  act i v i ty i n  Sec t i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3 .  A l so 

see t he response to comment 5 . 1 0 . 3 .  The F i na l  E I S  conc l udes t hat the r i sk from basa l t i c  l ava f lows i s  

very sma l l  because t he l as t  dated basa l t i c  f l ows i n  t he v i c i n i ty of the proposed I N E L  S I S  s i te  have an 

age of 255 , 000 years , and t he nature of basa l t i c vo l can i sm i s  l ess  hazardous than other types of 

vo l can i sm due to  i t s  genera l lack of exp los ive  erupt i ons  ( as opposed to f l ows ) . Se i sm i c  mon i tor i ng 

wou l d  prov ide  ear l y  warn i ng i f  a l arge l y  dormant vo l can i c  area were t o  react i vate and wou l d  prov i de 

amp l e  t ime for secur i ng t he proposed S I S  Fac i l i t y .  

5 . 1 0 . 1 1  Comment : 

I t  was suggested t hat peop l e  l i v i ng a d i stance from the I NEL  shou l d  be c oncerned about the S I S  

Project because o f  notor i ety  o f  l ava beds for soak i n g ,  seep i n g ,  l eak i ng .  

As s tated i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 2  of t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S ,  t he sma l l  quant i ty of l i qu i d  

eff l uents re l eased from S I S  operat i ons  w i l l  not conta i n  hazardous or  rad i oact i ve mater i a l s  and w i l l  

meet a l l  app l i cab l e  state and Federa l regu latory cr i ter i a .  Therefor e ,  any character i st i cs  of t he l ava 

beds , s uc h  as  soak i n g ,  seep i ng or  l eakage , wou ld  not pose a t hreat to  t he Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer . 

5 . 10-3  

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 1 0 . 1 2 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the F i na l  E I S  assessment of earthquake hazards shou l d  take i nto account the 

geo log i c  data pub l i s hed after 1 984 . 

Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the F i na l E I S  has been updated to i nc l ude data pub l i shed s i nce 1 984 . See 

the responses to comments 5 . 1 0 . 13 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 5 ,  and 5 . 1 0 . 1 6 for geo log i c  data added to the F i na l  E I S .  

5 . 1 0 . 1 3 Comment : 

I t  was stated that a d i scuss ion  of the past and future earthquake act i v i ty north of the Snake 

R i ver  P l a i n  shou l d  be i nc l uded in the E I S .  

Sect ion  3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the F i na l  E I S  has been expanded to i nc l ude a d i scus s i on of past movements 

on the major  fau l ts north of the Snake R i ver P l a i n .  P red i ct i ons for future earthquake act i v i ty a l ong 

those fau l ts are a l so addressed . Based on the data ava i l ab l e ,  se i sm i c  events w i t h  a magn i tude of up 

to  7 . 3-7 . 5  a re ant i c i pated a l ong the major fau l t  zones (Arco and Howe ) , w i t h  a recurrence i nterva l of 

approx imate l y  3 0 , 000  years . 

5 . 1 0 . 14 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  prov i des  no emp i r i ca l data for earthquake and vo l can i c  

act i v i t y .  

Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the F i na l  E I S  has been expanded to i nc l ude the l atest emp i r i ca l data 

ava i l ab l e  on those top i cs ;  the conc lus i on s  rema i n  the same as  stated in the Draft E I S .  

5 . 1 0 . 1 5 � : 

I t  was stated that the vert i c a l  and hor i zonta l bedrock and ground acce l erat i o n s  at the I N EL  

assoc i ated w i t h  the Borah Peak earthquake as we l l  as the des i gn acce l e rat i on  va l ues  shou l d  be  g i ven i n  

t he F i n a l  E I S .  

The F i na l  E I S  ( Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3 ) has been expanded to i n c l ude peak ground acce lerat i ons  
( 0 . 02 - 0 . 078g ) and  the  Mod i f i ed Merca l l i  I n ten s i ty ( V I ) exper i enced i n  the v i c i n i t y  of the proposed S I S  

s i t e .  The des i gn bases va l ues ( 0 . 1 69 and 0 . 24g for vert i ca l  a n d  hor i zonta l bedrock acce lerat i on , 

respect i ve ly ) , are g i ven i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 3 of the F i na l E I S .  

5 . 1 0 . 1 6 � : 

I t  was a sked what the magn i tude of the DBE i s ,  compared to geo l og i st s ' est imates of pos s i b l e  

earthquake magn i tudes i n  I daho . 

5 . 1 0-4 

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



The geo l og i st s ' best est imate of the max imum earthquake magn i t ude to be expected i n  the reg i on 

surroun d i ng the proposed S I S  s i te i s  7 to 7 . 5 ,  w i t h  7 . 3  be i ng  the most l i ke l y  max imum . The Mt . Borah 

earthquake had a magn i tude of 7 . 3 ,  and recorded hor i zont a l  ground acce l e rat i ons from that earthquake 

ranged from 0 . 022g to 0 . 0 78g in the v i c i n i ty of the I daho Chem i c a l  P rocess i ng  P l ant ( ICPP ) . The DBE 

for the S I S  Project has a hor i zont a l  bedrock acce l erat i on of 0 . 24g . The add i t i ona l i nformat i on has 

been i ncorporated in Sect ion  2 . 1 . 3 of the F i na l  E I S .  

5 . 1 0 . 1 7  Comment :  

I t  was requested that se i sm i c , vo lcan i c ,  and f l ood threats be compared among a l ternat i ve s i tes 

in t he F i n a l  E I S .  

The des i gn  and construct i on of the S I S  Project at each of the a l ternat i ve s i tes wou l d  be 

des i gned to w i t hstand the potent i a l  threats from natura l phenomena that are of concern at each of the 

three geograph i c  l ocat i ons ; for examp l e ,  vo l can ic  act i v i ty wou l d  not be a ma jor factor for l ocat i ng 

the S I S  Project at the Savannah R i ver P l ant ( SRP ) but a l l  three a l ternat i ve s i tes have spec i f i c  

se i sm i c  des i gn c r i ter i a .  Sect ions  2 . 1 . 3 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  and 2 . 3 . 1  o f  the Draft E I S  i dent i fy the se i sm i c  

acce l erat ions  for each o f  the s i tes and a l so i nd i cate whether the e l evat i ons of the S I S  Fac i l i t i es  

wou l d  be ra i sed to protect the fac i l i t i es  i n  the event of a f l ood . A l s o  see the response to comment 

5 . 1 0 . 3  regard i ng vo lcan i c  hazards at the I NEL . 

5 . 1 0 . 18 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  does not c l ear ly  address the effects of occas i ona l earth

quakes in the I N EL  area or prov i de long-range eco l og i ca l  assurances . 

The F i n a l  E I S  i n  Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3  i nd i cates that i f  a n  earthquake does occ u r ,  i t  i s  most l i ke l y  

that i t s  ep icenter w i l l  b e  a s  far away from t h e  I NEL  a s  t h e  Borah Peak earthquake because o f  the 

I N EL ' s  prox i m i ty to fau lts , and that i t  w i l l  have approx imate ly  the same magn i tude . The Borah Peak 

earthquake acce l erat i ons  in the v i c i n i ty of the S I S  Project were not suff i c i ent to produce any 

safety-re l ated damage to I NEL  fac i l i t ies . 

5 . 1 0 . 1 9 Comment :  

I t  was stated that current mode l s  of se i sm i c  and vo l can i c  act i v i ty suggest that fau l t i ng  and 

assoc iated earthquakes in the v i c i n i ty of the Eastern Snake R i ver P l a i n  have moved east of the I NE L .  

Sect i on  3 . 1 . 4 . 3  of the F i na l  E I S  i n c l udes recent references support i ng  t h i s  concept . The 

pr i nc i pa l  focus of se i sm i c  and vo l can i c  act i v i ty appears to have moved northeast of the I N EL  to i t s  

present l ocat i o n  i n  Y e l l owstone Nat i on a l  Park . 

5 . 1 0 . 20 Comment : 

I t  was stated that se i sm i c  mon i to r i ng s i nce 197 1  at the I NE L  covers too short a per iod  to 

pred ict  that future ea rthquakes w i l l  not occur in the area . 

5 . 1 0-5  

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



A lt hough 1 7  years of deta i l ed records are not conc l us i ve ,  t hey do g i ve a good i nd i cat i on of 

extreme ly  l ow s e i sm i c i ty of the I NEL area . I n  add i t i on ,  reg i ona l ly recorded se i sm i c  events go back as  

far  as 1950  ( R i c h i n s  et a l . ,  1 987 , F i gure I ) ,  and  h i stor i c  records of "fe l t"  earthquakes go back to  

t he 1850s  ( Dos e r ,  1 985 ) . These data conf i rm the relat i ve ase i sm i c  nature of t he Eastern Snake R i ver 

P l a i n .  See t he F i n a l  E I S ,  S ect i on 3 . 1  on Se i sm i c  Act i v i ty .  

Reference : 

Doser ,  0 . 1 . ,  "Source Per imeters and Fau l t i ng  Processes of t he 1959 Hebgen Lake , Montana , 

Earthquake Sequence , "  Journa l of Researc h ,  v .  9 0 ,  no . 86 , p .  4538 , 1 9 8 5 .  

5 . 1 0 . 2 1 Comment : 

Concern was expressed over the storage of product and storage and d i sposa l of waste i n  a geo

l og i ca l ly  act i ve area w i th an unde r l y i ng aqu i fe r .  

The F i na l  E I S  has been expanded i n  Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3  to d i scuss  se i sm i c  and v o l can i c  act i v i ty  i n  

t h e  v i c i n i ty o f  t he I NE L .  The recent data conta i ned and referenced i n  t hat sect i on i nd i cate t hat the 

potent i a l  for earthquake or  vo l can i c  act i v i ty  at the S I S  s i te  i s  s l i g ht due to t he l ong t ime i n terva l s  

between events  and the substan t i a l  d i stances t o  potent i a l ly act i ve fau l t s  o r  v o l can i c  source areas . 

Refer to t he response to comment 5 . 1 2 . 1 for i nformat i on on t he aqu i fe r .  

5 . 1 0 . 22 Comment : 

I t  was stated that a worst-case ana lys i s  and honest d i scus s i on of geo l o g i c  hazards must be 

i nc l uded in a rev i sed Draft E I S .  

The F i na l E I S  ( Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 3 ) has been expanded to conta i n  add i t i on a l  i nformat i on on 

geo l og i c  haza rds . Th i s  i nformat i on refers to a max imum c red i b le earthquake and what cou l d  be done i n  

the event a l ava f low threatened the S I S  Fac i l i ty .  

5 . 10-6 

Response:

Geophysical

Response:

Response:



5 . 1 1 GRAZ I NG 

Corrrnent : 

I t  was stated that add i t iona l i nformat i on on l i vestock graz i ng  at the I daho Nat i ona l 

Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I NEL ) , i n c l ud i ng s i te-spec i f i c  maps and a d i scus s i on of the i mpacts from the 

Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) operat i on s ,  shou l d  be i n c l uded in the F i n a l  E I S .  

Approx imat e l y  340 , 000 acres of the I NE L  are open to contro l l ed graz i ng of catt l e  or sheep . 

The areas a l l ocated for graz i ng  at the I NE L  s i te are mutua l ly agreed on by the U . S .  Department of 

Energy ( DOE ) and the Department of the I nter i or  ( 00 1 ) ,  and the graz i ng perm i t s  are adm i n i stered 

through the Bureau of Land Management ( BLM) . Graz i ng is genera l ly res t r i cted w i t h i n  3 . 2  km ( 2 m i l of 

any nuc l ear fac i l i ty ,  no m i l kcows are a l l owed , and l i vestock popu l at i ons  are contro l led . Perm i t  

graz i ng  areas a t  the I NEL  are shown i n  F i gure 3 - 2  o f  the F i n a l  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . 

The nearest graz i ng area boundary i s  approx imate ly  7 . 0  km ( or 4 . 4  m i l from the S I S  Pro ject . Graz i ng 

area bounda r i es and perm i t s  wou l d  not be impacted by the S I S  Projec t .  

5 . 1 1 - 1  

Response:





5 . 1 2 WATER 

5 . 1 2 . 1  Comment :  

I t  was noted t hat deve l opment of weapons-re l ated fac i l i t i e s  on or  over the Snake R i ver P l a i n 

aqu i fer  l ocated near the Borah Peak earthquake zone wou l d  put the aqu i fer at r i sk .  Others noted that 

the aqu i fer was a l ready po l l uted from prev i ous I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I NEL ) 

act i v i t i es . Concern was a l so expressed that po l l ut ion  of the aqu i fer wou l d  be i rrevers i b l e  and wou ld  

negat i ve l y  affect the market for I daho agr i c u l tura l products .  Others noted that  the Spec i a l  I sotope 

Separat i on ( S I S ) P roject w i l l  not d i s charge contam i nated l i qu i ds into the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer . 

The I N E L  was located i n  eastern I daho i n  1949 for a var i ety of reasons ,  i nc l ud i ng  water 

supp l y ,  remote locat i on ,  geo l ogy,  se i sm i c  i nact i v i t y ,  and nearby labor supp l y .  In genera l ,  t he s i te 

l ocat i on i s  very good , and the I N E L  has been ab l e  to  perform i t s  var i ous  m i ss i ons  safe l y .  The I NEL  

has operated more t han 52 nuc lear fac i l i t i e s  over  t he Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer  per i od i ca l ly for 

a l most  40 years . Contam i nants f rom a var i ety of processes were d i scharged , w i t h i n  l im i t s  ex i s t i ng at 

the t ime , to  t he env i ronment t hrough ponds and i n j ect i on we l l s .  The movement of these contam i nants 

has been mon i tored , documented , stud i ed , and reported in  great deta i l .  On ly  a sma l l  port i on of the 

contam i nat i on present in  the subsurface is  a resu l t  of l eakage or m i s hand l i ng  of wastes . A major i ty 

of the current contam i nat i on i s  a res u l t  of past p ract i ces  to treat and store i ntermed i ate- l eve l  and 

h i gh- l eve l rad i oact ive  waste . Those ear ly  waste management pract i ces were con s i dered acceptab l e  at 

the t ime and met approp r i ate env i ronmenta l regu l at i ons .  Low- leve l wastes  were d i scharged to the 

env i ronment in  t he .most s u i ta b l e  manner t hen ava i l ab l e . Those waste management p ract i ces have s i nce 

been d i scont i nued . Carefu l  measurements of so i l  and water samp les  taken over the years have detected 

waste products  in the subsurface and in the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fe r .  These waste p roducts  have been 

detected on ly  at  ext reme l y  l ow l eve l s  t hat are s l i g h t ly  above or be l ow Env i ronment a l  P rotect i on Agency 

( EPA ) s tandards for d r i nk i ng water , and t herefore do not const i tute a hea l t h  hazard . The ground-water 

mon i tor i ng p rogram i s  cont i n u i n g .  

The I N EL  h a s  made these data ava i l a b l e  i n  a number of pub l i shed report s , presentat ions , and 

news med i a  art i c l es . The data are object i ve and have been ver i f i ed by State of Idaho personne l  mak ing  

i ndependent determ i nat i ons  on the sp l i t samp les . The  data show the extent and concentrat i ons  of 

var i ous waste products that are d i spersed ( ca l l ed p l umes ) in the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fe r .  These 

data i n d i cate that concentrat ions  of waste products in the aqu i fer are very l ow ,  espec i a l ly  south of 

t he Centra l  Fac i l i t i e s  Area ( CFA ) . 

After 35 years of waste d i spos a l  at t he I NE L ,  on ly  t hree rad i onuc l i des are d i spersed i n  the 

aqu i fer over a d i stance of one-ha l f  m i l e  or more . The rad i onuc l i des are t r i t i um ,  wh i ch const i tutes 

more t han 95  percent of the rad i onuc l i des  d i scharged , s t ront i um-9 0 ,  and i od i ne- 1 29 . 

T r i t i um has m i grated about 9 m i l e s  south of the po i n t s  of d i sposa l i n  about 35 years , or at an 

average ve l oc i ty of about 4 . 5  feet per day . The l ead ing  edge of the t r i t i um p l ume reached we l l s near 

the southern I N EL  boundary in bare ly detectab le  concentrat i ons  in 1 983 . Howeve r ,  it has not been 

detected in water from we l l s offs i t e .  The t r i t i um concentrat i ons  are cont i n ua l l y reduced by 

rad ioac t i ve decay ( ha l f- l i fe 1 2 . 5  years ) , by d i l ut i on , and by d i spers i on . 

One way to measure the degree of contam i nat i on i s  to compare the waste products  i n  the water 

to  d r i nk i ng water  s tandards . The t r i t i um p l ume i s  above t he EPA standards for d r i n k i n g  water ( i . e . ,  4 

m i l l i rem per year as conta i ned i n  40 CFR 14 1 ) i n  a sma l l  area of the I N EL  and , because of d i l ut i on and 

rad i oact i ve decay , w i l l  not reach the I NEL  boundary at those leve l s .  Other measured contam i nants a re 
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be low dr i nk i ng water standards throughout the i r  ent i re p l umes , or w i t h i n  a short d i stance of the I daho 

Chem i ca l  P rocess i ng P l ant ( I CPP ) . These contam i nated p l umes wou l d  not be a factor l im i t i ng the use of 

water from the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer . 

The improved waste management pract i ces current ly  used do not cause contam i nat i on of the 

aqu i fe r .  An env i ronmenta l restora t i on program is c urrent ly  eva l uat i ng  necessary remed i a l  act i ons  to 

reduce or e l i m i nate cont i n ued m i grat ion of hazardous wastes from p rev ious ly  used d i s posa l s i tes . 

Current waste management pract i ces  emp loy waste m i n i m i zat ion ,  separat i on of Resource Conservat i on and 

Recovery Act ( RCRA ) hazardous wastes for offs i te d i sposa l ,  and improved ons i te treatment and d i sposa l 

pract i ces  that comp ly  w i th current req u i rements for protect i ng  human hea l t h  and the env i ronment . 

The S I S  P roject wou l d  be des i gned to be a modern , state-of-the-art fac i l i ty and wou l d  comp ly  

w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  env i ronmenta l standards and  regu lat i on s .  

5 . 1 2 . 2  Comment :  

Concern was expressed about i ncreas i ng  t r i t i um and p l uton i um i n  groundwater a t  the I NE L  from 

the S I S  P roject . 

Ex i s t i ng ground-water contam i nat i on at the I NE L  i s  d i scussed i n  Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 4  of the F i na l 

E nv i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . The vast major i ty of contam i nat i on at the I NEL  i s  a res u l t  of 

ear l y  waste management pract i ces  that were con s i dered acceptab l e  at the t ime and met appropr i ate 

env i ronmenta l regu l at ions . Those waste management pract i ces have s i nce been d i scont i nued . The S I S  

P roject wou l d  comp ly  w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  env i ronmenta l regu lat i ons . The S I S  Project w i l l  not 

d i scharge t r i t i um or p l uton i um to the groundwater and therefore wou l d  not i ncrease contam i nat i on of 

the groundwater . There wou l d  be no re lease of contam i nants resu l t i ng f rom post u l ated S I S  acc i dents 

wh i ch wou l d  enter the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer . See the response to comment 5 . 1 2 . 1  for add i t iona l 

i nformat i on on the aqu i fe r .  

5 . 1 2 . 3  Comment :  

I t  was suggested that the F i na l E I S  shou l d  ut i l i z e  the most current data ava i lab l e ,  i n c l ud i ng 

U . S .  Geo log i ca l  Survey ( USGS ) Mon i to r i ng Reports ,  to assess the current status  and v u l nerab i l i ty of 

the Snake R i ver P la i n  aqu i fer . 

The USGS has mon i tored the I NE L  cont i n ua l ly s i nce 1949 . They have prov i ded reports on the 

hydro l ogy , geo logy , water qua l i ty ,  and water avai l a b i l i ty at the I N E L .  These reports covered the 

background qua l i ty of water in the Snake R i ver  P la i n  aqu i fer  pr ior to I NE L  operat i ons . As data are 

co l l ected by the USGS , t hey are made ava i l a b l e  to and are used by I N E L  personne l .  The USGS has a 

str i ct po l i cy of peer rev i ew of reports and f i na l approva l by i t s  D i rector . Th i s  process prov i des 

techn i ca l  accuracy and improves the overa l l  qua l i ty of the reports .  However , the rev i ew and p r i nt i ng 

phases take con s i derab l e  t ime . I t  i s  i nappropr i ate to pUb l i sh  i nterpret i ve mate r i a l  i n  the E I S  pr ior 

to off i c i a l  pUb l i cat i on by the USGS . However , data i n  USGS mon i tor ing  reports that have not been 

subjected to the rev i ew and p ub l i cat i on phases w i t h i n  USGS have been rev i ewed to note any changes 

affect i ng the techn i ca l  accuracy of the i nformat ion conta i ned in the F i na l E I S ,  and the approp r i ate 

changes have been made . 
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5 . 1 2 . 4  Coment : 

I t  was requested that a d i scuss i on of t he effect s  of t he des i gnat i on of the Snake R i ve r  P l a i n  

aqu i fer  as  a s o l e-source aqu i fer by the EPA be i n c l uded . 

The s o l e-source des i gnat i on for t he Snake R i ver  P l a i n  aqu i fer  wou l d  mean that any construct i on 

project t hat rece i ves Federa l f i nanc i a l  ass i stance and has the poten t i a l  for po l l ut i ng the aqu i fer  

wou l d  be subject  to  spec i a l  EPA rev i ew to ensure that contam i nat i on wou l d  not occu r .  

The EPA made a deta i l ed rev i ew o f  the Snake R i ver  P l a i n  aqu i fer  and com i s s i oned the USGS t o  

prepare a report concern i ng the aqu i fer . After hea r i ngs , the  EPA made the fo l l ow i ng dec i s i on  on 

January 1 6 ,  198 5 ,  i n  a genera l news re l ease : 

Com i tment by the state of I daho to a comprehens i ve groundwater protec t i on strategy for the 

Snake P l a i n  Aqu i fer has p rompted the U . S .  Env i ronmenta l Protect i on Agency to postpone any 

F i n a l  act i on on the pend i ng "sole source" des i gnat i on for the aqu i fe r .  

Announcement of t he postponement was made today ( January 1 6 ,  1985 ) i n  Seatt l e  by E rnesta B .  

Barnes , EPA ' s  Northwest  reg i ona l adm i n i s trator . 

"The I daho Department of Hea l th  and We l fare , as the l ead agency , w i l l  be deve l op i ng a coord i na

ted  state-w i de groundwater protect i on program .  I t s  spec i a l  emphas i s  o n  protect i ng the Snake 

R i ve r  P l a i n  Aqu i fer goes beyond t he scope of EPA ' s  rev i ew author i ty under a s o l e  source des i g

nat i on , "  Barnes s a i d . "For that reason , EPA has dec i ded to postpone f i n a l  act i on on the s o l e  

source propos a l . "  

The EPA has contacted staff at a number of Federa l agenc i es wh ich  oversee Federa l ly funded 

p ro ject s ,  accord i n g  to  Barnes . They have i nd i cated t he i r  w i l l i ngness  to  subm i t  t he i r  projects to  EPA 

for rev i ew w i t hout EPA f i rs t  forma l ly des i gnat i ng the aqu i fer as a s o l e  source . 

" Eq u i va l ent  EPA p rotect i on for the aqu i fe r ,  w i thout the adm i n i st rat i ve costs assoc i ated w i t h  

des i gnat i on , w i l l  b e  prov i ded , "  Barnes sa i d .  

Barnes a l so s a i d  EPA i s  rev i ew i ng I daho ' s  request for more t han $ 100 , 000 i n  a no-match Federa l 

grant to the Department of Hea l t h  and We l fare to he l p  the state atta i n  i t s  objec t i ves for groundwater 

protect i on . The work program p l aces spec i a l  empha s i s  on groundwater p rotect i on for t he Snake R i ver  

P l a i n  aqu i fer . 

Because of the st rong fee l i ngs to let I daho manage Idaho ' s  water and the number of groups and 

i nd i v i du a l s  aga i nst  des i gnat i ng the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer as a s o l e-source aqu i fer , it i s  doubtfu l  

t hat  t h i s  w i l l  occur . The EPA has rev i ewed and comented on t h i s  E I S ;  therefore , a d i scuss i on of the 

effects  of such a des i gnat i on is  not i nc l uded in  t he F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 1 2 . 5  Coment : 

Concern was expressed t hat S I S  wastes cou ld not be safe ly  d i sposed of at the I N E L  because 

research on the effects  of generat ing  large amounts of nuc l ea r  waste appears i nadequate . Storage of 

wastes at t he I NEL  is a l so unacceptab le  because t he I N E L  is above t he Snake R i ver P l a i n aqu i fer , the 

Snake R i ver P l a i n  i s  geo l og i ca l ly act i ve ,  and contam i nat ion  of t he aqu i fer wou l d  be deva stat i ng .  
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The I N EL  has reduced i t s  impacts upon the env i ronment wh i l e st i l l  operat i ng a number of l arge 

fac i l i t i es .  Us i ng d i fferent d i sposa l methods , reduc i ng the  quant i t i es of wastes d i scharged , and 

chang i ng i n- p l ant  methods have a l l  he l ped to reduce the effects of I N EL  operat i ons  upon the 

subsurface . Con s i derab l e  research is  be i ng conducted to eva l uate the effects of l i qu i d  and so l i d 

waste products  i n  the subsurface at the  I N EL . The S I S  Project wou l d  d i scharge o n l y  nonrad i oact i ve and 

nonhazardous l i qu i ds . New state-of-the-art techno l ogy to be used at the S I S  Project wou l d  further 

reduce the amount and concentrat ion  of waste products  re l eased to the env i ronment . The S I S  techno l ogy 

wou l d  use redundant or backup systems to ensure that env i ronmenta l d i scharges wou l d  be w i t h i n  the 

l im i t s  prov i ded in  the EPA gu i de l i nes . Thus , the S I S  Project wou l d  not i nc rease the i nventory of 

waste products in the aqu i fe r .  

The o n l y  wastes generated b y  t he S I S  Project that wou l d  b e  stored at  the I N EL wou l d  b e  a sma l l 

quant i ty of so l i d m i xed waste and l ow- l eve l waste .  M i xed waste wou l d  be stored ons i te i n  a 

RCRA-approved fac i l i ty unt i l  t he i r  d i spos i t i on i s  determ i ned , or an offs i te TSD for such waste i s  

ava i l ab l e .  The l ow- l eve l waste generated by the S I S  Project wou l d  b e  d i s posed o f  ons i te a t  the 

Rad i oac t i ve Waste Management Comp lex ( RWMC ) . Sect ion  4 . 1 . 2 . 3  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  

i nd i cates that the d i sposa l o f  t h i s  waste wou l d  not resu l t  i n  contam i nat i on o f  the aqu i fer i n  excess 

of dr i nk i ng water standards even under t he most conservat i ve of assumpt ions . S I S -generated by-product 

mate r i a l  wou l d  be s tored in a spec i a l ly des i gned vau l t  and wou l d  not res u l t  in l eakage or d i scharges 

of rad i oact i ve mater i a l  to the groundwater even if a Des i gn-Bas i s  Eart hquake ( DBE ) were to occur . 

5 . 1 2 . 6  Comment : 

Concern was expressed over contam i nat ion  of surface water or groundwater  by the S I S  P ro ject . 

Contam i nat i on o f  t h e  land surface , the subsurfac e ,  and groundwater at  t h e  I N EL  has been 

stud i ed ,  mon i tored , and reported extens i ve ly in pub l i shed documents  over the past  40 years . These 

documents  desc r i be the resu l t s  of cont i nuous mon i tor i ng act i v i t i es down to ext reme ly sen s i t i ve ( l ow ) 

detect i on l im i t s . I n  many cases , t he detect ion  l im i t  i s  we l l  be l ow the l im i t  that wou ld  otherw i se 

impa i r  the use of the water for d r i nk i ng or agr i c u l tura l  use . One examp le  of t h i s  i s  the standards 

for d r i nk i ng wate r .  A samp l e  o f  water from t h e  Snake R i ver P la i n  aqu i fer  may conta i n  detectab le  

concent rat i ons  of a waste p roduct ,  yet be  we l l  be l ow d r i nk i ng water standards . 

The S I S  P roject wou l d  be bu i l t w i th many redundant features  to safeguard the env i ronment , 

i nc l ud i ng surface water and groundwater . A l l eff l uent d i scharges wou l d  be kept be low current E PA and 

state standards . No s i gn i f i cant impacts to su rface water or groundwater as a res u l t  of S I S  norma l 

operat i ons  or seve re acc i dent cond i t i ons wou l d  be expected . See the response to comment 5 . 1 2 . 1  for 

add i t i ona l i nformat i on .  

5 . 1 2 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the basa l t  and i nterbed l ayer above the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer  i s  porous 

and that t he upper i nterbed has a l ready been contam i nated w i t h  p l uton i um f rom the I N EL . 

The basa l t  and i nterbed layer above the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer  i s  porous . The contam i nants 

in  the subsurface at t he I N EL  a re the res u l t  of ear l y  waste management p ract i ces  wh i c h  at  the t ime 
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were con s i dered good pract i ces and wh i c h  met d r i nk i ng water standards and other app l i ca b l e  

env i ronmenta l regu lat i ons . Improved waste management pract i ces have reduced the chances o f  waste 

m igrat i on to a m i n i mum . Current mon i t or i ng resu l t s  i n d i cate t hat the detected l eve l s  of these 

contam i nants do not pose a hea l th threat and that the p l uton i um wou l d  not reach the Snake R i ver P la i n  

aqu i fer i n  detectab l e  quant i t i es . For add i t i on a l  i nformat i on o n  the aqu i fer , see the response to 

comment 5 . 1 2 . 1 .  

5 . 12-5  





5 . 1 3 HEALTH EFFECTS 

5 . 1 3 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Draft Env i ronment a l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) underest i mates t he potent i a l  

rad i at i on hea l t h  i mpacts by fa i l i ng t o  con s i der t he accumu l ated exposure over the l i fe o f  the Spec i a l  

I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project , and the fact that rad i at i on r i sk s  are add i t i ve .  

As stated i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 3  and Append i x  A ,  Sect i on A . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  

doses from rout i ne re l eases were ca l c u l ated on an annua l bas i s  ( i . e . , the norma l operat i ona l doses are 

based on the poten t i a l  annua l re l eases of rad i oact i ve mater i a l  from the S I S  P l uton i um Proces s i ng 

B u i l d i ng ) . The doses , wh i ch  are ca l cu lated for both rout i ne and acc i denta l re l eases , are comm i tted 

dose equ i va l ents ( i . e . ,  they are t he sum of t he i nternal  50-year doses rece i ved by an organ or the 

who l e  body from i ngest i on and i nha l at i on dur i ng 1 year f rom exposure to  rad i onuc l i des in  the a i r  and 

depo s i ted on the ground ) . Sect i on 4 . 5 . 1 . 4  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  compares the annua l 

doses aga i nst  the appropr iate reg u l atory standard for atmosphe r i c  em i s s i ons [ i . e . ,  the U . S .  

E n v i ronment a l  Protect i on Agency ' s  ( E PA ' s ) Nat i on a l  Em i s s i on Standards for Hazardous A i r  Po l l utants 

( N ESHAP ) ] . I f  the annua l rad i o log i ca l  doses were to be mu l t i p l i ed by any assumed l i fet ime of the S I S  

P roject , t he potent i a l  rad i o l og i ca l doses and r i sks  wou l d  st i l l  b e  extreme ly sma l l .  An ana lys i s  o f  3 0  

years o f  S I S  operat ion  that i n c l udes accumu l ated rad i o l og i ca l doses has been p rov i ded i n  the Summary 

and Sec t i on 4 . 5  of the F i na l  E I S .  The cumu l at i ve popu l at i on effec t i ve dose equ i va lents  f rom 

cont i nuous operat i on at max imum throughput over the des ign  l i fe of the fac i l i ty ( 30  years ) are 2 . 1  x 
- 6  - 5  -5 10 person- rem , 3 . 3  x 10 person- rem . and 6 . 9  x 10 person- rem for the I daho Nat i on a l  

Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I NEL ) . Hanford . a n d  Savannah R i ver P l ant ( SRP ) , respect i ve ly .  Exposure t o  

rad i oac t i ve re l eases from cont i nuous operat i on of t h e  S I S  Project wou l d  res u l t  i n  a max imum of 6 . 9  x 

1 0- 1 0 , 1 . 1  x 1 0 -8
, and 2 . 3  x 1 0-8 l atent cancer fata l i t i es for the I N EL . Hanford . and SRP . 

respect i ve ly .  S im i l a r l y  the res u l t i ng genet i c  effects  for I N EL , Hanford . and SRP are 5 . 1  x 1 0
- 1 1 . 

- 1 0  - 9  
7 . 5  x 1 0  , and 1 . 7  x 1 0  , respect i ve l y .  These va l ues are i n c l uded i n  Sec t i on 4 . 5  of  t h e  F i na l  

E I S . 

5 . 1 3 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the mode l doesn ' t  take i nto account the effects of rad i at i on on ch i l dren . 

The mode l s  used to ca l cu late the rad i o log i c a l  doses presented i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l 

E I S  are based on I n ternat i ona l  Comm i ss i on on Rad i o l og i ca l Protect i on ( I CRP ) Pub l i cat i ons  26 and 3 0 .  

Age-spec i f i c  parameters for rad i o l og ic a l  assessments based o n  ICRP 26  and 30  have not yet been 

va l i dated . The Nuc l ear  Regu latory Comm i s s i on ( NRC ) present ly  uses dose convers i on factors based on 

I CRP 2 ( NUREG-0172 ) , wh i ch p redates ICRP P u b l i cat i ons  26 and 3 0 .  App l i cat i on of the dose convers i on 

factors i n  N UREG-0172 . wh i l e res u l t i ng i n  a potent i a l ly h i gher dose to ch i l dren from p l uton i um 

r e l eases ( i . e . , a factor of about 2 ) , wou ld  a l so res u l t  i n  l ower doses to adu l t s . For t h i s  E I S .  the 

N UREG-0 172  dose convers ion  factors have not been app l i ed because t hey p redate I CRP P u b l i cat i ons 26  and 

3 0 .  

5 . 1 3 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the  Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  underest imate ( by a factor of 1 0  compared to 

est i mates by Goffman , 1981 ) the rad i at i on hea l th  impact by averag i ng abso l ute and re lat i ve r i sk 

est imates .  I t  was stated that an a r i t hmet i c  average of abso l ute and re l at i ve r i sks  has  no mean i ng .  

and that a range o f  r i sks  wou l d  be more approp r i ate . 
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As stated i n  Appen d i x  A of the Draft E I S ,  the re l at i ve-r i sk mode l 

mates that are greater than those pred i c ted by the abso l ute-r i sk mode l .  

B i o l og i ca l E ffects  of I on i z i ng Rad i at i on i n  the B E I R - I I I  states that the 

resu l t s  in  cancer-r i sk est i 

However ,  the Comm i ttee on 

abso lute- r i sk mode l i s  

genera l ly more app l i cab l e  t o  most forms o f  cance r .  F o r  ca l cu l at i on a l  purposes to  determ i ne  cancer 

r i sks , the est imators used in the  Draft E I S  for norma l rad i oact i ve re l eases represent an average of 

those ca lcu lated u s i ng the abso l ute- r i sk and re lat i ve-r i sk mode l s .  The doses est imated to b e  rece i ved 

by a member of the pub l i c from norma l S I S  re leases wou l d  be so sma l l  ( i . e . , l e ss  t han 3 x 1 0-8 

m i l l i rem ) that the use of the abso lute- r i sk mode l or  t he re lat i ve-r i sk mode l ( or  any comb inat ion  of 

both ) leads to  a very sma l l  numbe r of hea l t h  e ffects ( i . e . , fat a l  cancers and genet i c  e ffects ) and 

r i sk va lues  ( i . e . , l e ss  t han 8 . 4  x 1 0- 1 0  hea l t h  effects to the popu lat i on and less  t han a r i sk of 

5 . 9  x 1 0
- 1 4  

to  an i nd i v i dua l from one year of operat i on ) . 

5 . 1 3 . 4  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the dose response assumpt i ons  used i n  the Draft E I S  a re i ncorrect 

and underest imate hea l t h  r i sks , and that the B E I R- I I I  mode l is outdated . I t  was a l so  noted that t he 

Draft E I S  i s  def i c ient  due to m i s i dent i f i cat i on of expected carc i nogen i c  effects p roduced from 

i n ha l i n g  p l uton i um re leased from the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  and spec i f i ca l ly due to the underest imat ion  of 

l eukem i a  and t hyro i d  cancers , and that the B E I R - I V  methodo l ogy sho u l d  be used . 

The hea l t h  effects ( fata l cancers and genet i c  effects ) presented i n  t he Draft E I S  and t he F i na l 

E I S  were ca lcu l ated u s i n g  r i sk est imators der i ved from i n format i on presented i n  the B E I R- I I I  report . 

A l though B E I R - I V  has been i s sued s i nce t he preparat i on of the Draft E I S ,  i t s  pr imary focus i s  on 

hea l t h  effects from radon . App l i ca t i on of the methodo logy used to ca lcu l ate hea l t h  effects from 

rout i ne re l eases , as d i scussed in Append i x  A of the E I S ,  i s  more conservat i ve ( i . e . , res u l t s  in an 

est imate of a h i gher number of potent i a l  hea l t h  effects ) t han wou l d  be der i ved u s i ng B E I R  IV report . 

Refer to the response to comment 5 . 1 3 . 5 .  

Based on t he i n fo rmat i on prov i ded i n  B E I R- I I I ,  hea l t h  r i sk est imators for var i ous organs  of the 

body were ca l cu lated as  d i scussed in Append i x  A of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S . By u s i ng the r i sk 

est i mators assoc i ated w i t h  the l i near ext rapo lat i on mode l ( see Append i x  A ,  Sect i on A . 1  for an 

exp l anat i on of rad i o l og i ca l  term i n o l ogy used ) , the number of ca lcu lated hea l t h  effects presented are 

conservat i ve ( i . e . , bound the max i mum number of potent i a l  hea l t h  effects ) and have not been 

underest imated . 

The app l i cat i on of any accepted met hodo l ogy used to ca l cu late hea l t h  effects ,  i nc l ud i ng the 

BE I R- I I I  report , has some range of uncerta i nty .  Howeve r ,  the extreme ly l ow va l ues  of hea l th  

effects/ r i sk s  ( fata l cancers and  genet ic  d i sorders ) ca lcu l ated for  rout i ne S I S  re l eases f rom each of 

the three a l ternat i ve s i tes  ( l ess  t han 8 . 4  x 1 0- 1 0  hea l t h  effects  to  the popu lat i on and l ess  t han a 

r i sk of 5 . 9  x 1 0- 14  to an i nd i v i dua l f rom one year of operat i on and l e s s  than 2 . 5  x 1 0-8 hea l th  

effects  to t he popu lat i on from 3 0  years of operat i on ) wou ld  i n d i cate t hat  even i n  t he  p resence of  

uncerta i n t i e s ,  t he  bas ic  conc l u s i on wou ld  be  t he  same , name l y ,  t hat  t he  poten t i a l  hea l t h  effects  and 

r i sk s  are i n s i gn i f i cant . 

5 . 1 3-2  

Response:

Response:



5 . 1 3 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was noted that a comparat i ve  ana lys i s  shou l d  be made of the nat i ona l i nc i dence rates of con

gen i t a l  abnorma l i t i es and those potent i a l ly resu l t i ng from rad i oac t i ve re l eases from the S I S  P roject , 

and that the res u l t s  of t h i s  ana l ys i s  shou ld  be p resented i n  the E I S . 

B E I R- I I I  states that at rad i at ion  l eve l s  at or be l ow background l eve l s ,  there i s  no method to 

d i st i ngu i sh whether deve l opment a l  effect s  res u l t  from rad i at i on or from other causes . Operat i on of 

the  S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  not c hange the range of background rad i at i on l eve l s  suff i c i en t l y  to  a l ter  the 

present i n c i dence rate of deve l opmenta l changes in  unborn ch i l d ren . 

5 . 1 3 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Draft E I S  shou l d  state what method of extrapo l at i on was used for l atent 

cancer r i sk ; spec i f i ca l l y ,  for l ow L i near E nergy Transfer ( LET ) rad i at i o n ,  whether the l i near , 

l i near-quadrat i c ,  or quadrat i c  method was used . 

Append i x  A of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  presents a deta i l ed d i scus s i on of 

rad i at i on- i nduced hea l t h  effects  and i n c l udes a l l  t he assumpt i ons  made to ca lcu l ate cancer r i sks . 

There are t hree methods to extrapo late the cancer r i sks observed at t he re lat i v e l y  h i gh  dose rates 

down to the low dose rates caused by most nuc l ear fac i l i t i es ( i . e . , the l i near mode l ,  wh i ch represents  

an upper  l im i t  or max imum r i sk ;  the  l i near-quadrat i c  mode l ,  wh i c h  represents an i ntermed i ate r i sk ;  and 

the quadrat i c  mode l ,  wh i c h  represents a l ow- l i m i t  or a m i n imum r i sk ) . For h i gh-LET rad i at i on ( see 

Append i x  A, Sect i on A . 1 ,  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  for an exp l anat i on of the rad i o l o g i c a l  

term i n o l ogy used ) , t h e  l i near mode l represents t h e  best est imate for probab l e  r i sk .  I t  was used for 

hea l th-effects ca l cu l at i ons  performed for the  Draft E I S ,  as s tated in Append i x  A ,  because h i gh-LET  

rad i at i on i s  assoc i ated w i th the major i ty of the S IS  Project rad ioac t i ve re leases . I n  add i t i on ,  

because on ly  about 4 0  years of cancer i n c i dence data have been co l l ected on t he s urv i vors of atom i c  

bomb b l ast s , t h e  data d o  not account for a l l  the cancers that m i ght deve l op because o f  t h e  bombs ' 

rad i at i on .  Two project i on mode l s  have been deve l oped to account for t hese future cancer deaths : ( 1 ) 

t he abso l ute-r i sk mode l ,  wh i c h  assumes that the cancer rate ( r i sk per year ) observed s i nce the  atom i c  

bomb b lasts  ( H i rosh ima and Nagasak i ) w i l l  cont i nue throughout t h e  l i fe spans o f  those exposed ; and ( 2 ) 

the re l at i ve-r i sk mode l ,  wh i ch assumes that the excess rad i at i on - i nduced r i sk i s  proport i ona l  to the 

natura l i nc i dence of cancer w i th age .  The re lat i ve-r i sk mode l res u l t s  in cancer- r i sk est imates 

g reater  t han those p red i cted by the abso l ute-r i sk mode l .  However ,  the  BE I R- I I I  report states that the  

abso l ut e- r i sk mod e l  i s  genera l ly more app l i cab l e  to most  forms of cance r .  The cancer- r i sk est imates 

used in the E I S  represent an average of t hose ca lcu lated us i ng the abso lute- r i sk and re l at ive- r i sk 

mode l s . 

5 . 1 3 . 7  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the hea l t h  phys i c s  data presented on pages 4- 12  through 4- 14  of the Draft 

E I S  are the k i nd of i nformat i on essent i a l  to  eva l uate the hea l t h  impact of the S I S  P rojec t ,  and shou l d  

b e  i n c l uded i n  t h e  F i na l E I S . 

5 . 13-3 

Response:

Response:



The hea l th phys i c s  i n format i on presented o n  pages 4- 12  t hrough 4-14  i n  the Draft E I S  i s  

reta i ned i n  the F i na l  E I S .  

5 . 1 3 . 8  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the Draft E I S  i gnores the supra l i near techn i que of dose/response , wh ich  

i s  more va l i d  and  conservat i ve .  

The supra l i near techn i que ( i . e . , a method o f  extrapo l at i ng  hea l t h  effect s  based o n  a curve ) 

presented i n  Goffman was not used i n  t h i s  E I S  because i t  has not been ver i f i ed as an accepted 

methodo l ogy for t he eva l uat i on of poten t i a l  hea l th  effects  by any known Federa l or  state agency . As 

s tated in the F i n a l  E I S ,  t he B E I R- I I I  l i near mode l ,  the most conservat i ve mode l accepted , was used to 

est imate hea l t h  r i sks  resu l t i ng from S I S  operat i ons . 

5 . 1 3 . 9  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the est imate of cancer r i sk based on s tud i e s  around nuc l ear fac i l i t i e s  

( such as  Rocky F l ats ) has not  been con s i dered i n  t he  Draft E I S .  

Rout i ne atmosphe r i c  rad i oact ive  re l eases from commerc i a l  nuc lear power p l ants  a re contro l l ed 

such that t hey res u l t  i n  env i ronmenta l doses we l l  be l ow t he s t r i ct l im i t s  set by the EPA ( 25  mrem/yr 

to the who le  body and 75 mrem/yr to the c r i t i ca l  organ ) . I t  i s  w i d e l y  accepted by the sc i ent i f i c  com

mun i ty that rout i ne  env i ronmenta l rad i oact i ve re leases from commerc i a l  nuc l ear  power p l ants w i l l  not 

res u l t  in l eukem i a  c l usters . Because the S I S  Fac i l i ty ' s  env i ronmenta l doses wou l d  res u l t  i n  doses 

much l ower than those resu l t i ng from commerc i a l  nuc l ear power p l ants , it can conservat i ve l y  be 

conc l uded that l eukem i a  c l usters wou ld  not be caused by t he projected very l ow rad i oact i ve re l eases . 

I t  shou l d  be noted that t he l aws of probab i l i ty pred i c t  that c l usters of rare d i seases , such 

as  l eukem i a ,  w i l l  occur  at random . These c l usters may be near nuc l ear  s i tes or far from t hem . 

E x i st i ng  cancer data concern ing  Rocky F lats or any other nuc lear s i te wou l d  not be 

stat i st i ca l ly s i gn i f i cant because of t he i r  re lat i ve ly  l ow leve l s  of rad i oact i ve em i s s i ons , and 

therefore cannot be used as  fact ua l contro l s .  However , t he r i sk est imators used to pred ict  hea l t h  

effects fo l l ow i ng exposures to  l ow- leve l rad i at ion  were obta i ned fo l l ow i ng exten s i ve stud i es conducted 

by wor l d-renowned sc ient i f i c organ i zat ions . Cancer data from surv i vors of the H i rosh ima and Nagasak i 

bombs were used by B E I R- I I I  to obta i n  the r i sk est imators used i n  the S I S  ana lyses . 

5 . 1 3 . 1 0 Comment : 

Rev i ewers d i sagreed that hea l t h  effect s  resu l t i ng from the S I S  Project wou l d  amount to o n l y  an 

i n s i gn i f i cant fract i on of the cancers due to norma l background rad i at i on . 

The comm i tted dose and the correspond i ng hea l th  effect s  imparted t o  the max ima l l y exposed i nd i 

v i dua l f rom annua l and cumu l at i ve rout i ne re l eases from the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  b e  very sma l l .  They 

5 . 13-4 
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are l ess  than one-hundred-thousandth of the dose and correspond i ng  hea l t h  effects that cou l d  be 

imparted to an i n d i v i dua l from a fu l l -body x-ray or scan . Such m i nute i ncreases i n  r i sk are 

cons i dered i n s i gn i f i cant in other i ndustr i es and can be s im i l a r l y  con s i dered i n s i gn i f i cant in the S I S  

Project . 

5 . 13 . 1 1  Comment :  

Rev i ewers stated that the Draft E I S  shou ld  more thorough l y  address the pub l i c  hea l t h  effects 

res u l t i ng from post u l ated acc i dent s .  Concern was expressed that hea l t h  effects  were der i ved assum i ng 

fu l l  f i l ter eff i c i ency . 

Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  of the F i n a l  E I S  was mod i f i ed to present the offs i te  consequences and hea lth  

effects for  degraded f i l ter eff i c i enc i es cons i dered for  each of the acc i dents d i scussed . 

5 . 1 3 . 1 2 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the hea l t h  effects assessment conta i ned i n  the Draft E I S  i s  f l awed on 

s c i ent i f i c  and e p i dem i o l og i ca l  grounds and shou l d  be redone . 

The hea l t h  effects presented i n  the E I S  were ca lcu l ated us i ng a conservat i ve hea l t h  r i sk 

est imator of 280 cancer fata l i t i es per m i l l i on person-rem and 257  genet i c  effects per m i l l i on 

person-rem . For h i gh-LET  rad i at i on  a qua l i ty  factor of 2 0  i s  app l i ed .  To determ i ne r i sk est imates 

from h i gh-LET rad iat i on , e p i dem i o l og i ca l data were ava i lab l e  o n l y  for radon , rad i um ,  and thor i um .  For 

radon , BE I R - I V  reports l ower organ hea lth-r i sk est imators than those used i n  the E I S  for p l uton i um .  

Est imates o f  r i sk for transuran i c  e l ements cannot b e  der i ved from human e p i dem i o l og i ca l  stud i es 

( B E I R- I V ,  p .  337 ) . 

5 . 1 3 . 13 Comment : 

Rev i ewers expres sed concern about potent i a l  hea l t h  effects assoc i ated w i th the S I S  Project 

because of reported h i gher i nc i dence rates of cancer and/or b i rth  defects around and downw i nd of I N EL , 

Hanford , and other nuc l ear fac i l i t i es .  I t  was requested that further research be done and that t h i s  

i s sue b e  d i scussed i n  the E I S .  

The Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  demonstrate max imum cred i b le exposures at m i l l i rem leve l s  

( l eve l s  that ep idem i o l o g i sts  have recogn i zed wou l d  requ i re the exposure o f  m i l l i ons  o f  peop le  before 

any effects wou l d  be demonstrated ) . Exten s i ve eff l uent and env i ronment a l  mon i tor i ng at each of the 

cand i date s i tes , as  documented in pUb l i c ly ava i l a b l e  annua l mon i tor i ng reports , i nd i cates that max imum 

ca l cu lated pub l i c  exposures from a l l  past operat i ons  are in the range at wh i ch observab l e  effects  

wou l d  not  be expected . Stud i e s  have been made and are cont i nu i ng  wh i ch ver i fy these expectat i ons . 

Count i e s  surround i ng the I NEL  have expe r i enced lower tot a l  cancer rates than those i n  more 

remote l ocat i ons . The sma l l  popu lat i on and sma l l  number of spec i f ic cancer cases resu l t  in l arge 

stat i s t i ca l  var iat i on s  i n  year l y  rates w i thout any assoc i ated s i gn i f i cance ( i . e . , l arge f l uctuat i ons  

are expected because of t he sma l l  samp le ) . Some i nves t i gators have s e l ect i v e l y  separated apparent 
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i ncreases i n  spec i f i c  cancers w i thout not i ng  t he overa l l  l ow averages and t he stat i st i ca l var i ab i l i ty 

to be expected . No sc i en t i f i ca l ly sound impact on hea l t h  effects has been demonstrated ; rather ,  the 

ava i l a b l e  data i n d i cate the expected " no-effect" res u l t s . 

5 . 1 3 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the hea l t h  r i sks  assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  Project wou l d  be too h i g h ,  that 

the impact of the S I S  Project wou ld  be a detr iment to  hea l t h ,  and t hat the impact wou l d  be measu red i n  

human l i ves . 

E n v i ronmenta l doses and hea l t h  r i sks  res u l t i ng from norma l operat i ona l re l eases from t he S I S  

Fac i l i ty wou l d  b e  ext reme ly  sma l l  ( see t he response t o  comment 5 . 1 3 . 1 ) . The poten t i a l  rad i o l og i ca l 

r i sks  f rom acc i dents presented i n  the E I S ,  wh i l e present ing  greater r i sk s  to the popu lat i on and 

env i ronment t han t hose from norma l operat i ons , wou ld  be about one one-hundreth ( i . e . , 1 / 100 ) of t he 

c r i te r i a  used by the NRC for s i t ing  a commerc i a l  nuc l ear  reactor ( 1 0  CFR 100 ) . 

5 . 1 3 . 1 5 Comment :  

Rev i ewers expressed concerns about potent i a l  l ong-term effects on workers and res idents around 

t he U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) fac i l i t i es .  

The Nat i ona l Academy of Sc i ence ' s  B E I R  Commi ttee has stated that i t  cannot determ i ne whether 

or not low l eve l s  of  rad i at i on such as  those res u l t i ng from the S I S  Project are det r i ment a l  to 

humans . Thu s ,  the comm i ttee conservat i ve ly assumed that rad i at i on- i nduced hea l t h  effects  wou l d  occu r  

at a l l l eve l s  of exposure . The r i sk s  of hea l t h  effects  at l ow l eve l s  are extrapo l ated from 

observat i ons  at h i gh leve l s  of exposure to ensure that uncerta i nt i es as soc i ated w i th l ow l eve l s  of 

exposure are reduced i n  est imat i ng potent i a l  hea l t h  effects .  See a l so the responses to comments  

5 . 1 3 . 1 3 and 5 . 1 3 . 1 6 .  

The E I S  assesses the potent i a l  env i ronment a l  consequences of the construc t i on and operat i on of 

t he S I S  Project , i nc l ud i ng i t s  potent i a l  cumu l at i ve l ong-term impact s  on human hea l t h  and the 

env i ronment . I n  assess i ng  the potent i a l  impacts of t he S I S  Project , conservat i ve assumpt i ons  ( i . e . , 

those wh ich  est imate h i gher consequences ) were used to bound the upper l im i t  of potent i a l  adverse 

impacts . The impact of S I S  annua l and cumu lat i ve  affects ( i . e . , 30  yea rs ) are presented in Chapter 4 

of the F i n a l  E I S .  

A l l rad i at i on exposures t o  workers and res i dents  from the S I S  operat i ons  w i l l  be ma i nta i ned 

w i t h i n  regu l atory l im i t s  and as l ow as reasonab ly ach i evab l e  be low t hese l im i t s . These l im i t s  are 

estab l i shed for t he expressed purpose of guard i ng aga i nst  l ong-term rad i at i on i nduced hea l t h  effects .  

I n  order to  mon i tor comp l i ance , workers who are potent i a l ly exposed to rad i a t i on at DOE fac i l i t i es are 

prov i ded w i t h  mon i tor i ng dev i ces and the resu l t s  of t h i s  mon i to r i ng are made ava i l ab l e  to t hese 

i nd i v i dua l s . A l s o ,  env i ronment a l  mon i to r i ng programs are ma i nt a i ned and the resu l t s  reported to t he 

pUb l i c .  For the 1 0 -yea r per i od between 1975  t o  1985 , o n ly  0 . 0001  percent of a l l  DOE and DOE 

cont ractor personne l exposures to  rad i at i on res u l ted i n  excesses to  DOE ' s  5- rem standa rd . 

5 . 1 3 . 1 6 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that t he effects  of l ow- leve l rad i at i on are greater t han reported and may 

pose ser i ous hea l t h  effects . 

5 . 13-6  
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The understand i ng  of t he b i o l og i c a l  effects of i on i z i ng  rad iat i on i s  qu i te substant i a l . The 

subject  has been rev i ewed i ntens i ve l y  by the Nat i ona l  Academy of Sc i ences and cont i nues to  be 

eva l uated . At the l ow l eve l s  of  rad i at i on assoc i ated w i th the operat i on of the S I S  P roject , 

app l i cat i on of t he methodo logy used to est imate hea l th  effects  bounds the upper range o r  max imum 

poten t i a l  hea l t h  effect consequences . The l i near mode l used i n  the E I S  ext rapo l ates t he potent i a l  

cancer r i sks obse rved a t  re l at i ve l y  h i gh dose rates down t o  the l ow doses assoc i ated w i th S I S  

operat i ons , and does not con s i de r  dose rate effects o r  ce l l  repa i r  mechan i sms wh i ch  have been observed 

in rad i o b i o log i c a l  stud i es and wh i ch cou l d  l ower the r i sks even furthe r . 

5 . 1 3 . 1 7 Comment : 

I t  was stated that i t  i s  unw i se to work w i t h  p l uton i um unt i l  the dangers of exposure are fur

ther stud i ed .  

I t  i s  t rue that i f  p l uton i um i s  imprope r l y  contro l l ed , t he potent i a l  hea l t h  r i sks  from 

exposures to  i t  are l arge . However , the S I S  P ro ject  wou l d  i n c l ude equ i pment des i gns , operat i ng 

procedures , mon i to r i n g  programs , etc . ,  such that the r i sks  to workers  and the pub l i c  wou l d  be reduced 

to acceptab ly  sma l l  l eve l s .  Over 40 years  of exper i ence in the safety aspects of hand l i ng p l uton i um 

have been accumu l ated at DOE p l ants . ( Refer to Chapter 4 . 1 . 3 of t he E I S  for  doses and hea l t h  

effect s . ) That r i sks to  pub l i c  workers and t he pub l i c  can b e  reduced i s  underscored i n  a statement o n  

page 3 2 9  o f  t h e  B E I R - I V  report , as fo l l ows : 

A l t hough c lear l y  i dent i f ied i n  expe r imenta l an ima l s  g i ven p l uton i um ,  no s i gn i f i cant l ung , bone 

o r  l i ve r  cance r r i sk has  been found in p l uton i um workers  exposed 30 years  ago o r  more . 

5 . 1 3 . 18 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Draft E I S d i d  not address the secondary hea l t h  effects from terro r i st 

attacks on the safe secure t ransport ( SST ) or t he S I S  Fac i l i ty .  

The hea l t h  effect s  from SST acc i dents are descr i bed i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  Sec t i on 

4 . 1 . 3 . 3 and are i ndependent of cause , whether un i ntent i ona l or a de l i berate terror i st act . Some of 

the features that wou l d  prevent the d i vers i on of an SST s h i pment or  the remova l of mate r i a l  by force 

are ment i oned in the D raft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 2 .  Safeguards and secur i ty features 

wh i ch prevent penetrat i on and remova l of mate r i a l  from the S I S  fac i l i t i e s  are descr i bed in the Draft 

E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 5 .  

5 . 1 3 . 1 9 Comment : 

I t  was asked why no hea l t h  effect s  stud ies  have been conducted . I t  was a l so  noted that the 

Draft E I S  d i d  not d i scuss  ex i s t i ng  hea l t h  stud i es of nearby commun i t i es . I n  part i c u l a r ,  data 

concern i ng cancer rates gathered by the I NE L  in conjunct ion  w i th the Centra l I daho Tumor Reg i stry were 

not prov i ded i n  the Draft E I S .  

5 . 13-7  
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The I daho Tumor Reg i stry program i s  an on-go i ng effort to co l l ect  data for a var i ety of pur

pose s ,  one of wh i c h  is  the detect i on of major hea l th effects to I daho res i dents ( i n  genera l ) or those 

in s pec i f i c  report i ng areas . Data from t h i s  reg i stry s how a l ower than ave rage cancer i n c i dence rate 

in I daho ( compared w i th nat i ona l averages ) and a l ower tota l cancer rate in the count i e s  surround i ng 

I NEL than i n  the more remote count i e s .  Th i s  i nd i cates a l ack of any ma jor hea l t h  effect from the 

I NEL . S i nce the reg i st ry data can n e i ther conf i rm nor refute the probab l e  hea l t h  effects f rom the S I S  

Projec t ,  t hese data were not i nc l uded i n  the F i na l E I S .  

5 . 1 3 . 20 Comment : 

Spec i f i c  references to appropr i ate stud ies  regard i ng t he nonmutagen i c i ty of l aser dyes 

( Techn ica l I nforma t i on Report ) were requested . 

Th i s  response prov i des  references and c l a r i f i es  the statement i n  the Techn i ca l  I n forma t i on 

Report w i th respect to l aser dyes . The four dyes present l y  p l anned for use for the S I S  Project are 

R4 , R6 , Rhodam i ne 6G ( R6G ) , and P 6 F .  The f i rst  three o f  these are bas i c  dyes of t h e  xanthene ser i es 

and are p repared �nd pur i f i ed as tetraf l uoroborate compounds . P6F  i s  produced as a perc h l orate sa l t .  

I n  these forms a l l  dyes have been eva l uated for mutagen i c i ty us i ng Ames/Sa lmone l l a m i c rosome test 

procedure . I n  a l l  the tests  there was no i nd i cat i on of mutagen i c  

The f i rs t  two dyes , R4 and R6 , have been synthes i zed for the S I S  m i s s i on .  P6F  i s  a 

commerc i a l ly ava i l a b l e  l aser dye a l so known as LD700 . R6G i s  a we l l -estab l i shed commerc i a l  dye 

deve l oped over 50 years ago and now prepared in var i ous forms and w i th var i ous pur i t i es i n  quant i t i e s  

exceed i ng 100  tons  per  year . Th i s  dye i s  used extens i ve l y  for co l o r i ng drugs for i nterna l use , 

mouthwashes , l i pst icks , toothpastes , soaps , and l acquers , and i n  p i gments  for pr i nt i ng i nk ,  cosmet i c s , 

crayons ,  paste l s ,  and l eather and paper dye s .  

Over the years , severa l i nvest i gators have tested R6G , wh i ch had a var i ety o f  genera l ly 

unknown chem i ca l  pur i t i es and compos i t i ons , for 

produced negat i ve res u l t s  for mutagen i c i ty , 4 , 5  

repeated i n ject i ons ( average of 100  i n ject i ons ) 

mutagen i c i t y .  Two i n  v i tro stud i es i n  the 1970s  

Ear l i er  work i n  Japan produced t umors i n  rats  from 

but t he test dosages ( an average of nea r l y  100 mg for 

a 200-gram rat ) and contro l on the tests and mater i a l s  were not cons i stent w i t h  present l y  accepted 

test i ng procedures . 6 A st udy on the b i o l og i c a l  effects  of dyes on l i v i ng t i s sue i n d i cates that 

repeated i n ject i on s  of  tOX 1 C  substances may generate tumors by the t rauma rather than by chem i ca l 

carc i nogenes i s . 7 Nestmann et a l .  pub l i shed res u l t s  that i nd i cated pos i t i ve mutagen i c  act i v i ty ,  but 

i n  response to  d i scus s i ons  w i t h  the authors of Reference 3 ,  Nestmann i nd i cated t hat impur i t i es  cou l d  

b e  respon s i b l e  f o r  h i s  resu l t s . 8 
T h e  workers ( Reference 3 ) attempted to reproduce Nestmann ' s  

resu l t s  w i th R4 , R6 , P6F  and R6G , but were unab l e  t o  do s o  w i th the S I S  dyes . 

A l t hough the ev i dence for mutagen i c i ty of prope r l y  pur i f i ed R6G i s  

f i ed , o n  the bas i s  o f  the ear l i er  tests , a s  a poss i b l e  an ima l  carc i nogen . 

be contrasted w i th two more ser ious  categor i es of ( a ) human carc i nogen , or 

act i v i ty in two or  more mamma l s .  

weak , R6G has been i dent i 

Th i s  i dent i f i cat i on i s  to 
( b ) pos i t i ve  mutagen i c  

The Nat i ona l Tox i c o l ogy Program i s  conduct i ng a comprehens i ve cancer b i oassay program t hat 

w i l l  i nc l ude R6G in the survey . Res u l ts from th i s  work w i l l  not be ava i l a b l e  for a year or more . I n  

any case , a l l  dyes used i n  S I S  operat i ons wou ld  be  hand l ed and des i gned for  as  poss i b l e  carc i nogens . 
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5 . 1 3 . 2 1 Coment :  

I t  was requested that Chapters 2 ,  4 ,  and Appen d i x  A of the Draft E I S  be rev i sed t o  ref l ect  

that  the effects  of l ow doses of i on i z i ng rad iat i on are  hypothet i ca l  and  are  based on an as sumpt i on 

w i t h  respect  to the shape of the dose-effect curv e .  

Chapter 4 ( Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 3 ) and Append i x  A ( Sect i on A . 1 . 2 ) o f  t h e  F i n a l  E I S  have been mod i f i ed 

to i n d i cate that the hea l t h  effects / r i sks cou l d  be l ess  t han presented i n  the Draft E I S ,  s i nce the 

l i near mode l has been used to extrapo late the cancer r i sks observed at re lat i ve l y  h i gh dose rates down 

to the l ow doses as soc i ated w i t h  S I S  operat i ons . 
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5 . 14 H I GH-LEVEL WASTE 

5 . 14 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was noted that h i gh- l eve l waste i s  not addressed i n  the Draft Env i ronment a l  Impact Statement 
( E I S ) for the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project . 

No h i gh- l eve l waste  wou l d  be produced i n  the proposed S I S  process . E s t i mated waste  quant i t i es 

generated from the S I S  fac i l i t i e s  are l i sted i n  the E I S  ( Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1 ) and i nc l ude t ransuran i c  
( TRU ) waste , l ow- l eve l rad i oac t i ve was t e ,  hazardous was t e ,  and m i xed waste . 

5 . 14 . 2  Comment :  

I t  was noted that ca l c i ne  storage b i ns ( at the Idaho Chem i ca l  P rocess i ng P l ant ) may not have 

been des i gned and constructed p rope r l y .  

Ca l c i ne storage fac i l i t i es  ( b i n  sets ) are des i gned and constructed to appropr i ate commerc i a l  

and nuc l ear  codes and requ i rements .  The re i nforced concrete vau l t  for B i n  Set 6 ( referred to by 

commentor ) was des i gned and cons tructed to AC I -3 1 8 ,  B u i l d i ng Code Requ i rements for R e i n forced 

Concrete .  Conservat i sm in the des i gn of B i n  Set 6 has been conf i rmed dur i ng des i gn of B i n  Set 7 ,  

wh i ch was des i gned to req u i rements AC I -3 18  and AC I -349 , Code Requ i rements for Nuc l ear  Safety R e l ated 

Concrete Structures . B i n  Set 6 meet s  a l l  app l i cab l e  req u i rements . S i nce b i n  set vau l t s  are not 

pressure vesse l s ,  AC I -359 is not app l i cab l e .  

5 . 1 4 - 1  
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5 . 1 5 H I STOR I C  RESOURCES 

Coment : 

I t  was stated that the arc heo l og i ca l  survey conducted by I daho State Un i vers i ty ( I SU ) and 

referenced in the Draft Env i ronment a l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) was i ncomp l ete and d i d  not i nc l ude 

h i s to r i c  farm s i tes  and former i rr i gat ion  projects l ocated near the I daho Chem i ca l  Process i ng P l ant  
( ICPP ) area . T he coment conc l udes , however ,  that the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) wou l d  take the 

necessary meas ures to  assure protect i on and preservat i on of h i s tor i ca l  art i fact s . 

Other rev i ewers stated that the h i stor i c  resources sect i on of the Draft E I S  was i ncomp l ete . 

Spec i f i ca l l y ,  i t  was stated that pa l eonto l og ica l resources , proposed const ruct i on mon i tor i n g ,  

preh i stor i c  s i tes , and deta i l s o n  the survey conducted were not addressed . 

Sect i on 3 . 1 . 3 . 6  of the F i n a l  E I S  conta i n s  an expanded d i scuss i on of h i stor i c ,  archeo log i c  and 

pa l eonto log i c  resources . As stated in the F i n a l  E I S ,  accord i ng to  the arc heo l og i ca l survey of the 

ICPP , no archeo l o g i c  or h i stor i c  s i tes were i den t i f i ed w i t h i n  the area bounded by the ICPP s i te and 

new Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) fac i l i t i es , i nc l ud i ng those out s i de the ICPP  per imeter fence . 

Deta i l s on how t he survey was conducted and f i nd i ngs may be found i n  Reed et a l .  ( 1986 ) . The survey, 

conducted by the ISU Swansoen/Crabt ree Anthropo l og i c  Research Cent e r ,  i nc l uded preh i stor i c  and 

pa l eonto l og i c  resources .  I f ,  dur i ng construct i on ,  archeo l og i c  o r  pa leonto l og i c  resources are 

encountered , work w i l l  be stopped and a qua l i f i ed archeo l og i st w i l l  be reta i ned t o  eva l uate the 

s i gn i f i cance of the resource and to make recomendat i ons regard i ng i t s  p rotect i on .  
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5 . 16 HYDROLOGY 

5 . 16 . 1  Comment :  

I t  was stated that the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) fa i l ed to  adequat e l y  address 

hydro l og i c  effects  or  t he use of an i n ject i on we l l .  

Sect ions  3 . 1 . 4 . 4 ,  4 . 1 . 1 . 3 ,  and 4 . 1 . 2 . 2  of  t h e  Draft E I S  and t h e  F i na l E I S  character i ze and 

d i scuss  the potent i a l  hydro l og i c  impacts  for l ocat i ng  the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S )  P ro jec t  at 

the I daho Nat i ona l E ng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I N EL ) . The S I S  P roject  at  the I N EL  wou l d  n e i ther d i rect l y  

d i scharge to surface waters n o r  d i scharge hazardous  or  rad i oact i ve  l i qu i d  eff l uent s . Sec t i on s  4 . 1 . 1 . 3 

and 4 . 1 . 2 . 2  d i scuss  impacts re l at i ve to water w i t hdrawa l s .  

As stat ed i n  Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 4  o f  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  for the pract i ce of us i ng  an 

i n ject i on we l l  for d i sposa l of I daho Chem i ca l Process i ng P l ant  ( ICPP ) l i q u i d  wastes was rep l aced i n  

February 1984 w i th t he p rac t i ce o f  us i ng perco lat i on ponds . T h e  S I S  P ro ject  wou l d  d i scharge o n l y  

nonhazardous and nonrad i oact i ve l i qu i d  eff l uents to  a new perco lat i on pond wh i c h  wou l d  b e  l ocated a t  

t h e  ICPP . 

5 . 1 6 . 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers were concerned , shou l d  the S I S  Fac i l i ty be s i t ed at the  Hanford reservat i on ,  w i th 

water w i t hdrawa l s  from the  Co l umb i a  R i ver , i n c l ud i ng the t im i ng and the effects of water w i t hdrawa l s  

o n  f i sh .  

The use o f  water , i f  the S I S  Project were l ocated a t  Hanford , i s  very m i n ima l  compared to the 

f l ows of t he Co l umb i a  R i ver . The average f low rate of the Co l umb i a  R i ver  is  1 2 0 , 000 c u b i c  feet per 

second ( cfs ) and the use of water by t he S I S  P roject wou l d  be 0 . 64 cfs at  steady-state ( average f l ow )  

dur i ng operat i on .  A w i t hdrawa l o f  l ess  than 1 c f s  wou l d  not have any effect o n  t h e  f low or t h e  f i sh 

of the Co l umb i a  R i ve r ,  even dur i n g  per i ods of l ow f l ow ( i . e . ,  3 6 , 000 cfs be low t he P r i es t  Rap ids  

Dam ) . The fac i l i t i es for w i t hdrawa l of water from t he Co l umb i a  R i ver are a l ready i n  p l ace , and there 

is amp l e  capac i ty for t he water needs of the S I S  Project if it is l ocated on the Hanford Reservat i on .  

5 . 1 6 . 3  Comment :  

Concern was expressed for the ex i stence o f ,  or the potent i a l  need to acqu i re ,  an add i t i ona l 

State of I daho water r i ght  for the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  tak i ng pr i nc i p les  of state ' s  r i ghts  i nto account . 

I N EL  state water perm i t s  prov i de water uses for i ndustr i a l , potab l e ,  so i l  conservat i on ,  i rr i ga

t i on and  domest i c  purposes . No change i n  d i vers i on po i nt s  under state l aw i s  current l y  p l anned as a 

res u l t  of t he S I S  P roject . The U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) i s  cogn i zant of the pr i nc i p l es of 

state water r i ghts , and these have not been over l ooked in the exerc i se of DOE ' s  water r i ghts . DOE i s  

current l y  part i c i pat i ng i n  t he State of I daho Genera l Adjud i cat i on o f  R i ghts  t o  the Use of Water from 

the Snake R i ver Bas i n  Water System . As the state noted i n  i t s  comment s ,  i n  the event that a new state 

water r i ght  is needed under state water l aw ,  t he Swan Fa l l s Agreement a l l ows appropr i at i on of water 

for i ndust r i a l  purposes . 
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5 . 1 6 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project ' s  use of water from the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer  wou l d  be 

on l y  three hundreths of one percent of i r r i gat i on w i t hdrawa l .  

The F i na l  E I S  i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 2  i dent i f i es that , based on current des i gn , the annua l S I S  water 

w i t hdrawa l s  wou l d  approx i mate 0 . 04 percent of the amount w i t hdrawn for i rr i gat i on . 
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5 . 1 7  I NJECT I ON WELLS 

5 . 1 7 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the D raft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) imp l i ed i l l ega l use of 

i n ject i on we l l s .  1t was asked what emergency s i tuat i on wou l d  requ i re d i scharge i nto t he i n ject i on  

we l l  a nd  i f  t he  Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project wou l d  i n crease t he l i ke l i hood of i n ject i ons . 

The former use of the i n ject i on  we l l  for d i scharge of eff l uents was i n  comp l i ance w i t h  app l i 

cab l e  regu l at i ons  at the t ime of i ts use . After the perco l at i on ponds were constructed . the U . S .  

Department of Energy ( DOE ) vo l unta r i ly  d i scont i nued the use of the we l l  except under emergency 

con d i t i ons . Current p l ans  are be i ng deve l oped to cap and p l ug w i th cement . i n  accordance w i t h  I daho 

Department of Water Resources R u l e s  for Construct i on and Operat i on of I n j ect i on We l l s (August 1984 ) . 

the I daho Chem i ca l  P rocess i ng P lant ( I CPP ) i n ject i on we l l  i n  1 989 . Thus  there w i l l  be no emergency 

s i tuat ion  that wou l d  requ i re eff l uents from the S I S  Project to be d i scharged to the i n ject i on we l l .  

and the l i ke l i hood of such a d i scharge i s  zero . 

5 . 1 7 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated that l ow- l eve l waste/rad i oact i ve mate r i a l s  and/or tox i c  wastes have been re l eased 

to the I CPP i n ject i on we l l  and then to the aqu i fe r .  and that such i n ject i on of wastes was ha l ted 

because of pub l i c  p rotest . I t  was a l so stated that there may be more than one I CPP i n ject i on we l l .  

The former use of the i n ject i on we l l  for d i scharge of eff l uents was i n  comp l i ance w i t h  app l i 

cab l e  regu lat i on s  at the t ime of i t s  use . There i s  on ly  one i n ject i on we l l  at the I CPP . and most of 

the waste d i scharged was nonhazardous and nontox i c  and was be l ow the p rescr i bed DOE l im i t s  for 

rad i onuc l i des . DOE vo l untar i l y d i scont i nued use of the i n ject i on we l l  and now i s  us i ng perco l at i on 

ponds for d i sposa l .  See the response to comment 5 . 1 2 . 1  for i nformat i on on the aqu i fe r .  

5 . 1 7 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the use of i n ject i on we l l s for the S I S  operat ions  shou l d  be p rec l uded . I t  

was a l so stated that page 5- 1 2  of  the Draft E I S  shou l d  b e  amended to ref l ect that I daho perm i t s  

emergency u s e  o f  i n ject ion  we l l s .  i f  that i s  a true statement . I t  was requested that a l ternat i ve 

cont i ngency p lans  be i n c l uded i n  the F i na l  E I S i f  i n ject i on of rad i oact i ve eff l uents i s  contrary to 

I daho regu l at i ons . 

A perm i t  app l i cat i on was f i l ed w i t h  the State of I daho cove r i ng emergency use of the we l l  when 

the State of I daho obta i ned jur i s d i ct i on w i t h  respect to i n ject i on we l l s .  S ubsequent l y .  use of the 

i n ject i on  we l l  at the ICPP was vo l untar i l y d i scont i nued by DOE . Therefore . perm i t s  and cont i ngency 

p l ans  are not requ i red . See the response to comment 5 . 1 7 . 1  for add i t i ona l  i nformat i on .  
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5 . 18 EFFLUENTS 

5 . 18 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat the Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) states t hat d i scharges w i l l  meet 

a l l appropr i ate state/Federa l standards . I t  was a l so stated that a d i scuss i on of the probab l e  

compos i t i on o f  t h e  waste stream go i ng to t h e  serv i ce waste system wou l d  b e  very he lpfu l . A thorough 

fam i l i ar i ty of t h i s  waste stream wou l d  enab l e  a more representat i ve samp l e  to be c o l l ected from what 

wou l d  perhaps be a very heterogeneous matr i x .  

Tab l e  2 - 5  of the F i na l  E I S  i n d i cates that the o n l y  rout i ne l i qu i d  waste streams t o  be 

d i scharged to t he serv i ce waste system wou ld  be process steam condensate and coo l i ng tower b l owdown . 

Chem i c a l s  used i n  coo l i ng water treatment are l i sted i n  Tab l e  2 -8 .  The  potent i a l  compo s i t i on of the 

d i scharge may be obta i ned by d i v i d i ng the chem i c a l s  for coo l i ng water treatment l i sted in Tab l e  2-8  by 

the annua l amount of water d i scharged to the serv i ce  waste system l i sted in Tab l e  2 - 5 .  

5 . 18 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was requested that the Draft E I S  shou l d  conta i n  a more deta i l ed descr i pt i on of the Spec i a l  

I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) waste-water const i tuents ( rad i onuc l i des , chem i ca l s ,  and other contam i nants ) 

i n  order to eva l uate poss i b l e  cumu l at i ve impacts from comb i n i ng S I S  eff l uents w i t h  t hose from t he 

I daho Chem ica l Proces s i ng P l ant ( ICPP ) . 

See the response  to comment 5 . 1 8 . 1  regard i n g  c haracter i z i ng l i qu i d  d i scharges t hat wou l d  be 

rout i ne ly sent to t he serv i ce waste system . I n  add i t i on to l i qu i d  d i scharges that wou l d  be rout i n e l y  

d i scharged , d i scharges to t h e  serv i ce  waste system m i ght i n c l ude those from f loor dra i n s .  L i qu i d  

waste streams from f l oor dra i n s  wou l d  b e  c o l l ected i n  a tank and samp l ed t o  ensure t hat n o  hazardous 

or rad i oact i ve eff l uent wou l d  be d i scharged to the serv i ce waste system . A c haracter i zat i on of the 

potent i a l  const i tuents in the l i qu i d  waste stream from f l oor dra i n s  i s  not poss i b l e  due to t he var i ed 

co l l ect i on po i nts ; however , the v o l ume of eff l uent i s  expected to be neg l i g i b l e .  

5 . 18 . 3  Commen t :  

I t  was requested that the F i n a l  E I S  conta i n  est i mates o f  the v o l ume o f  water to  b e  used/sent 

to the perco lat i on ponds , etc . The F i na l E I S  shou l d  c l ear ly state that t he proposed quarant i ne tanks 

s hou l d  be of suff i c i ent s i ze and numbers to ensure tot a l  i so l at i on and samp l i ng p r i o r  to d i scharge to 

the ICPP . 

The v o l ume of water that wou l d  be sent to the serv i ce waste system , wh i c h  d i s charges to the 

perco lat ion  pond , i s  l i sted in Tab l e  2-5  of the F i n a l  E I S .  As part of DOE ' s  goa l of improv i ng waste 

management pract i ces , a new perco l at i on pond or ponds w i l l  be const ructed at ICPP . The S I S  l i qu i d  

eff l uents w i l l  b e  d i scharged t o  the new ponds , not the ex i st i ng ponds . As dep i cted i n  F i gure 2-9 of 

t he F i na l E I S ,  the pre l im i nary l i qu i d  eff l uent f l ow d i agram i ncorporates rev i s i on s  t hat were made i n  

t he des i gn o f  the l i q u i d  eff l uent system fo l l ow i ng the i ssuance o f  the Draft E I S .  A s  shown i n  F i gure 

2-9 , a bu i l d i ng quarant i n e  tank i s  no longer proposed , and catch tanks of appropr i ate  s i ze to conta i n  

a l l  l i qu i d  waste streams wou l d  b e  used t o  ensure i s o l at i on and samp l i ng pr i or t o  d i scharge . 
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5 . 18 . 4  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated t hat a l l  l i qu i d  d i sc harges wou l d  meet Env i ronmenta l P rotect i on Agency ( EPA ) 

d r i nk i ng water standards , current DOE Orders , and a l l  current Draft regu lat i ons , w h i c h  wou l d  ensure 

protect ion  of t he aqu i fer . Other rev i ewers i nd i cated that they wanted no d i scharge of l i qu i d  

rad i oact i ve wastes . 

L i qu i d  d i scharges from the S I S  Project to t he ICPP serv i ce waste system wou l d  conta i n  no 

rad i oact ive  or hazardous cons t i tuents , and t he concent ra t i ons of a l l  const i tuents wou l d  be be l ow a l l  

app l i cab l e  EPA standards , EPA d r i nk i ng water standards , DOE Orders , and State o f  I daho standards . 

5 . 18 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers asked whether , i f  the proposed S I S  waste-water treatment i s  l ess  effect i ve t han 

expected , S I S  Pro ject waste water  wou ld  s imp ly  be d i l uted and d i scharged l i ke ICPP  waste wate r .  They 

a l so i nqu i red as to the probab i l i ty that the S I S  waste-water treatment system wou l d  fa i l  or that the 

waste water  wou l d  be d i l uted . 

A s  dep i cted o n  F i gure 2 - 9  of the F i n a l  E I S ,  wh i c h  ref lects t he cu rrent des i gn of the S I S  

l i q u i d  waste system, n o  l i qu i d  waste streams re leased t o  the serv i ce waste system are treated . 

Fa i l u re or degraded treatment capab i l i ty i s  therefore not a re levant i s sue . 

The I CPP  does not d i l ute wastes i n  order to meet standards . Each waste stream to serv ice  

waste i s  ana lyzed for  hazardous const i tuents and  rad i oact i v i ty .  O n l y  i f  the waste st ream i s  found to 

be nonhaza rdous and nonrad i oact i ve is i t  re l eased to t he serv i ce waste system . Upgrades of the 

serv i ce waste system w i l l  be operat i ona l by summer 1 99 1 ,  further decreas i ng the rad i oact i ve 

const i tuents go ing  to t he serv ice  waste system . 

5 . 18-2 

Response:

Response:



5 . 1 9 MON I TOR I NG 

5 . 1 9 . 1  Corrrnent : 

It was stated that the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) d i scus s i on of offs i te  

mon i tor i ng  sho u l d  be  c la r i f i ed and  the l ocat i on of  Idaho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I NE L ) 

env i ronmenta l mon i t o r i ng s i tes shou l d  be i dent i f i ed .  

F i gures 3 - 1 0  through 3- 14 , show i ng the env i ronmenta l mon itor i ng l ocat i ons , were added to the 

F i n a l  E I S .  

The F i n a l  E I S  cont a i n s  an expanded d i scus s i on o f  the env i ronmenta l rad i o l og i ca l  mon i tor i ng  pro

gram . The d i scus s i on c l a r i f i e s  that the d i stant ( offs i te ) mon i tor i ng l ocat i ons  serve as background 

contro l s ,  wh i ch are much l ess  affected by any rad i oact i ve re l eases assoc i ated w i t h  I NE L  operat i ons . 

5 . 1 9 . 2  COl1111ent : 

I t  was requested that the annua l range , a long w i th med i an and mean measurements , be prov i ded 

for each env i ronment a l  mon i t o r i ng l ocat i on at the I NEL . I t  was a l so suggested that the  p rojected 

i n crease at each l ocat i on as a resu l t  of Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) em i s s i ons  be i nc l uded . 

Env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng  data for the I N E L  are pub l i shed annua l l y i n  the E nv i ronment a l  Mon i tor

for I NE L . These data i nc l ude the mean ( a r i thmet i c  or geometr i c ) , s tandard dev i a 

t i on ( a r i t hmet i c  or geometr i c ) , a nd  ranges for app l i cab le  samp l e  med i a  and  l ocat i ons . Med i ans are not 

typ i ca l ly reported for env i ronment a l  mon i tor i ng data . S I S  operat i on a l  em i ss i ons  are projected to 

cause no detectab l e  i nc reases in the l eve l s  of p l uton i um measured in the env i ronment at any of the 

mon i tor i ng l ocat i ons . 

5 . 1 9 . 3  Corrrnent : 

Concern was expressed that the an ima l mon i tor i ng program shou l d  be i ncreased i n  scope to 

i n c l ude ( 1 ) a l l  spec i e s  in the impact area , and ( 2 ) i ncreased samp l i ng  frequency to quarter ly  and then 

to month ly in the event of "above norma l "  re l eases of contam i nants . 

The ex i st i ng an ima l  mon i tor i ng program i s  extens i ve and i n c l udes ons i te samp l i ng of game 

b i rds , game f i s h ,  game an ima l s ,  beef , catt l e ,  and sheep . See the 1987 Env i ronmenta l 

for the Idaho Nat i ona l S i t e .  The res u l t s  of ons i te an ima l 

samp l i ng  and ons i te a i r  mon i tor i ng  over the past 1 5  years and the resu l t s  of a i r  samp l i ng  off s i te 

demonstrate that there i s  no need to samp l e  an ima l s  offs i te . I n  add i t ion , i t  i s  be l i eved that some 

samp l i ng for extreme l y  l ow concent rat i on s  of rad i onuc 1 i des  i s  better conducted as an i ntens i ve 

research project rather than as a regu l a r ,  but more l im i ted , mon i t o r i ng effort . Therefore , i t  i s  not 

necessary that a l l  s pec i e s  be samp led ; o n ly  representa t i ve spec i es shou l d  be samp l ed .  

I t  i s  unc l ear  whether the cOl1111ent on i nc reased frequency app l i es t o  the frequency of the tot a l  

env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng program or o n ly  samp l i ng  i n  the food cha i n .  S i nce some a i r  samp les  are ana

l yzed on a da i l y bas i s ,  and m i l k  is samp l ed both week l y  and month l y ,  it was assumed that the cOl1111ent 
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app l i es  to i tems i n  t he food c ha i n .  Samp les  are t imed for co l l ect i on t o  max i m i ze rad i onuc l i de accumu

lat i on .  For examp l e ,  sheep and beef cat t l e  are samp l ed at the end of the i r  ons i te graz i n g ,  wheat and 

l ettuce at t he end of the grow i ng season , and f i sh  s hort ly  before the B i g  Lost R i ver stops f l ow i ng 

ons i t e ,  if it f l ows for more than a few days . I n  the event of a s i gn i f i cant acc i denta l re l eas e ,  the 

need for add i t i ona l samp l i ng of representat i ve food c ha i n  mater i a l s  wou l d  be eva l uated and samp l i ng 

wou l d  be imp lemented if a reasona b l e  chance of f i nd i ng e levated concent rat i ons  ex i sted . It shou l d  

a l so b e  noted t hat the dose ca l cu lat ions  presented i n  t h e  Draft and the F i na l E I S  presume max imum 

i ngest ion  of contam i nated food and m i l k .  

5 . 1 9 . 4 Comment :  

Concern was expressed about the adequacy of mon i tor i ng at the I NEL . Some stated concerns over 

t he lack of comprehens i veness of the mon i tor i ng program both ons i te and offs i te and remarked that the 

mon i tor i ng program cannot detect prob l ems unt i l  they are i rrevers i b l e .  Converse l y ,  others stated that 

the rout i ne mon i tor i ng at the I NEL  i s  comprehens i ve ,  thorough , and assures comp l i ance w i th app l i ca b l e  

regu lat i on s .  

The I NEL  mon i to r i ng p rogram i s  comprehens i ve and comp l i es  w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  regu lat i ons . 

However , the mon i to r i ng program i s  constan t ly reeva l uated as new processes or projects start up , and 

t h i s  wou l d  be done for the S I S  Project . For examp l e ,  comprehens i ve mon i to r i ng on and around the I N EL  

s i te wou l d  be i n s t i tuted dur i ng each phase of the S IS  P roject . The mon i tor i ng program i s  des i gned to 

detect ( i f  detectab l e ) t rends i n  concent rat i ons of po l l utants i n  env i ronmenta l med i a  so that potent i a l  

p rob l ems are i dent i f i ed before they become rea l and s o  that m i t i gat i ve measures can b e  taken . See the 

responses to comments 5 . 19 . 3 and 5 . 1 9 . 6  for add i t i ona l i nformat i on on p lans for the mon i to r i ng 

program . 

5 . 1 9 . 5  Comment :  

I t  was asked i f  the I daho Department o f  Hea l t h  and We l fare wou l d  be "kept u p  t o  speed" on 

res u l t s  of expanded mon i to r i ng stud i es .  

The Department of Hea l t h  and We lfare i s  be i ng kept i nformed of a l l  mon i tor i ng stud i es and 

res u l t s  through meet i ngs h e l d  at two-month i nterva l s .  

5 . 1 9 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was requested that fund i ng be a l l ocated to an i ndependent or state mon i to r i ng agency w i th 

the techn ica l background to work w i th the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) i n  mon i tor i ng env i ronment a l  

impacts , i nc l ud i ng those o n  t h e  Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i f e r ,  a n d  deve l op i ng i ndependent reports on the 

res u l t s .  

The State of I daho has a work i ng agreement w i t h  DOE whereby the state may obt a i n  port ions  o f  

any samp les  co l l ected by DOE or  t h e  U . S .  Geo l og i ca l Survey ( USGS ) , ons i te or  offs i te . That ag reement 

wou l d  be expected to cont i nu e ,  and suggest ions  for improvements have been requested from the State of 

I daho . However ,  DOE po l i cy proh i b i t s  d i rect fund i ng of regu latory agenc i es except for un i form l y  

assessed fees . I n  consu ltat i on w i t h  the State o f  I daho , DOE i s  estab l i sh i ng a cont ract w i t h  I daho 
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State Un i vers i ty ( I SU ) to pro v i de i ndependent ver i f i cat i on of the env i ronmenta l  mon i to r i ng program at 

the I NEL . DOE wou l d  fund the contract , and I S U  wou l d  furn i s h  i t s  f i nd i ngs  to both DOE and t he State 

of I daho . Thu s ,  the data on wh ich  the state may base regu l atory dec i s i ons  wou l d  be gathered by state 

emp l oyees and the i r  students ,  and wou l d  be fu l ly ava i l ab l e  to the regu l atory bod i e s  of the State of 

I daho . 

5 . 19-3 





5 . 20 OCCUPAT I ONAL SAFETY 

5 . 20 . 1  Comment :  

Rev i ewers made genera l statements on the Draft Env i ronmenta l I mpact Statement ( E I S ) d i scuss i on 

of occupat i ona l safety . I t  was stated that the E I S  underest i mated and covered up work exposure in the 

v i c i n i ty of the I daho Chem i ca l  P rocess ing  P l ant ( I CPP ) ; that i mpacts to emp l oyees have not been fu l ly 

addressed ; that the occupat i ona l dose to a construct i on worker at the Savannah R i ver P l ant ( SRP ) was 

not i nc l uded in the summary ; that Chapter 4 of the Draft E I S  shou l d  be expanded to i n c l ude rout i ne 

occupat i ona l doses to Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) workers ; that an i n -depth study of ons i te 

worker doses had been deferred to a l ater dat e ;  and that many of the concerns regard i ng  worker safety 

were not thorough ly  exp l ored . 

Surveys of ground - l ev e l  sources of externa l rad iat i on i n  and around the I C PP  area are 

rout i n e l y  conducted as  part of the ongo i ng I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng  Laboratory ( I N EL ) env i ronmenta l 

mon i tor i ng program . The most recent of these surveys prov i ded the bas i s  for the ana lys i s  of 

construct i on worker exposure d i scussed i n  the Draft and the F i n a l  E I S .  Res u l t s  of these rout i ne 

surveys are pub l i shed as they are performed , i n  annua l mon i tor i ng reports that are pub l i c l y ava i l ab l e  

and thus not "covered up . "  

The Draft E I S  d i scuss i on  of occupat i ona l safety ( Sect i on 4 . 1 . 4 ) presented the potent i a l  

rad i o l og i ca l  i mpacts t o  construct i on workers a s  we l l  a s  potent i a l  i n jur i e s  and deaths from 

construct i on  acc i d�nt s ,  the rad i o l og i ca l  and other exposures to workers i n  t he ICPP  area from norma l 

and acc i denta l re l eases of S I S  operat i on ,  and d i scussed the req u i rements  to be met to comp l y  w i th  the 

U . S .  Department of Energy ' s  ( DOE ' s ) safety goa l to ma i nta i n  occupat i on a l  exposures as l ow as 

reasonab ly  ach i evab l e  (ALARA ) . As i dent i f i ed in the Draft E I S , an i n -depth ana lys i s  of potent i a l  S I S  

occupat i ona l exposures t o  workers w i th i n  the S I S  P l uton i um P rocess i ng B u i l d i ng  i s  b e i ng conducted as 

part of the on-go i ng safety ana lys i s  on rout i ne  occupat i ona l exposures to workers in the S I S  

Fac i l i ty .  Current data ava i l a b l e  from t h i s  ana l ys i s  have been i nc l uded i n  the F i n a l  E I S  i n  Sect ion  

4 . 1 .  4 .  

The occupat i on a l  dose of 1 5  m i l l i rem t o  a construct i on worker at the SRP has been i n c l uded i n  

the summary and Sect i on 4 . 3 . 1  of the F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 20 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated that exposure to rad i at i on from work i ng  i n  t he nuc l ear i ndustry was not 

s i gn i f i cant due to c urrent p rotect i on standards and enta i l ed a l es ser r i sk than occupat i ons  i n  other 

i ndus t r i es or recreat i ona l act i v i t i es l i ke sk i i ng . Others stated that the r i sk of p l uton i um rad iat i on 

exposure to workers i s  too great . 

The S I S  Fac i l i ty  wou l d  be des i gned and operat i ng p rocedures deve l oped to cont i nue  the pract ice  

of reduc i ng  the  r i sk s  to workers i n  accordance w i th the ALARA process . As d i scussed i n  Sect i on 

4 . 1 . 4 . 2  of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  for the 1 0-year per iod between 1975  and 1985 , on ly  0 . 0001  

percent of a l l DOE and DOE contractor personne l exposures to rad i a t i on ,  wh ich  i n c l uded DOE p l uton i um 

fac i l i t i es ,  exceeded the c urrent DOE occupat i ona l rad i at i on safety standards . DOE ' s  safety record i s  

better than that o f  comparab l e  commerc i a l  i ndustr i es and the h i gher- r i sk sk i i ng .  

5 . 20 . 3  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the Draft E I S  d i d  not emp l oy the work of Mancuso ( 1 9 7 7 ) , W i l kenson 

et a l . ( 1 987 ) and Chekoway et a l .  ( 1988 ) , etc . , to assess S I S  impacts on workers . 
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The E I S  re l i es upon the reports and recommendat i ons  of the most autho r i tat i ve i nst i tut i ons  

regard i ng  rad i at i on - i nduced hea l t h  effects ,  i n c l ud i ng the Comm i ttee on B i o l og i ca l  Effects of  I on i z i ng  

Rad i at i on ( B E I R ) of  the Nat i ona l Academy of Sc i ences , Nat i ona l Research Counc i l .  I n  the 1980 report 

of that comm i ttee , the Mancuso study was exam i ned and d i sm i ssed as lack i ng stat i st i ca l  cred i b i l i t y .  

T h e  quoted stud i es i n  fact d o  not con f i rm the Mancuso f i nd i ngs  n o r  d o  they come to conc l u s i ons  

regard i n g  excess numbers of cancers among workers or the i r  offspr i ng i n  the nuc l ear i ndustry . 

The W i l kenson et a l .  study of Rocky F lats ment i ons  that Mancuso reported excess morta l i ty from 

cancers of the l ung and pancreas and from mu l t i p l e  mye l oma among Hanford workers , but that subsequent 

i nvest i gat ions  d id not rep l i cate the excess for l ung  cance r ,  and the excess for pancreat i c  cancer was 

sma l l er w i th l onger fo l l ow-up . I t  i s  a l so stated i n  the W i l kenson et a l . study that the f i n d i ngs  at 

Rocky F l ats  need to be reproduced i n  another p l uton i um-exposed popu l at i on before they can be accepted 

as strong ev i dence of causat i on . 

The Chekoway et a l . study of the Y - 1 2  P lant at Oak R idge conc l udes that the dose-response 

trend for l ung cancer morta l i ty sho u l d  be rev i ewed w i t h  some caut ion . Among  other t h i ngs , the l ack of 

data on c i garette smok i ng l im i ts the i nterpretat i on of the l ung cancer f i nd i ngs . 

As stated i n  the report of the R i nsky study of the Portsmouth Nava l Sh i pyard , the res u l t s  do 

not p rec l ude a pos s i b l e  assoc i at i on between rad i at i on exposure at the s h i pyard and excess morta l i ty 

f rom l ung cancer ; however , the resu lts  p ro v i de no ev i dence in support of such a re l at i on . 

F i na l l y ,  i t  i s  stated i n  the Sever study report that for a l l  congen i ta l  ma l format i ons 

comb i ned ,  there is no ev i dence of an assoc iat i on w i th parents be ing  emp l oyed at Hanford and congen i t a l  

ma l format i on . I t  i s  further stated that corre l a t i on of congen i t a l  ma l format i ons  and rad iat i on 

exposures i s  of borde r l ine  s i gn i f i cance . 

5 . 20 . 4  Comment : 

Rev i ewers vo i ced concern over construct i on safety ,  based on p r i or construct i on expe r i ence . 

Prev ious  expe r i ence w i t h i n  the DOE construct i on safety p rograms has shown that i n j u r i es to 

construct i on  workers are far be l ow those exper i enced in s im i l a r  act i v i t ies  in comparab l e  i ndust r i es .  

Construct ion  f i rms under contract to bu i l d the S I S  Pro ject wou l d  be subject to DOE construct i on safety 

po l i c i es and req u i rements that have l ed to a supe r i o r  construct i on safety record at the I NEL . 

5 . 2 0 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the Draft E I S  i nd i cated that a construct i on worker at the I NEL wou l d  

rece i ve a n  exposure wh i c h  i s  1 5  t imes greater than that of a construct i on worker at Hanford , and 

requested that t h i s  be further character i zed . 

The dose to a construct i on worker at the I NEL was based on a recent survey of ICPP and i t s  

surround i ng area , wh i c h  i dent i f ied  a read i ng  of 1 5  to 3 0  m i c rorem p e r  h o u r  of externa l rad i at i on 
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surround i ng  most of the per imeter of the ICPP , compared to read i ngs  of l es s  than 1 5  m i crorem per hour 

of background extern a l  rad i at i on . As d i scussed in Sect i on  4 . 1 . 4 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  

measured externa l rad i at i on measurements at the per imeter o f  the 200 Area at the Hanford S i te  were 

l ess  than 2 m i c rorem per hour as  reported i n  the Env i ronment a l  at Hanford for 1987 
( PNL-6464 ) . 

5 . 20 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  was f l awed , based on an ana lys i s  i n  wh i ch synthet i c  sources 

of rad iat ion  were der i ved from severa l sect i ons of  the Draft E I S  ( i . e . ,  Chapters 3 and 4 ) and that the 

Draft E I S  shou l d  be rev i sed to ( 1 ) c l ea r l y  state the annua l dose i nc rement to a construct i on  worker 

from the S I S  Project at the three a l ternat ive  s i tes based on the rev i ewer ' s  ana l ys i s ,  ( 2 ) c lear l y  

d i st i ngu i s h  between synthet i c  and natura l rad i at ion  sources , and ( 3 ) address  the dose to workers 

l ocated w i t h i n  1 m i l e  of the S I S  s i t e .  

The doses to construct i on workers presented i n  the Draft and the F i na l  E I S  are based on 

measured sources of externa l rad i at i on above background rad i at i on mu l t i p l i ed by the fract i on of the 

year that a construct i on worker wou l d  spend in the construct i on area ( i . e . , 2000 work hours d i v i ded by 

8760 hours w i t h i n  a year ) . The i nformat i on presented i n  Chapter 3 on background rad i at i on , wh i l e 

app l i ca b l e  to the ent i re offs i te  I NEL reg i on ,  i s  not appropr i ate for asses s i ng the potent i a l  ons i te 

rad i at i on  doses to a construct i on worker at the I N EL . The annua l construct i on work dose at each of 

the three s i tes  has been rerev i ewed and is cons idered to be appropr i ate as i dent i f i ed in Sect i ons  

4 . 1 . 4 . 1  and  4 . 3 . 4  of  the Draft E I S  and  the  F i na l  E I S . 

I n  the reconst ruct i on  of background rad i at i on i nto synthet i c  and natura l sources , there 

appears to be genera l confu s i on w i t h  respect to the use and comparab i l i ty of externa l and i nterna l 

sources of rad i at i on ( e . g . ,  the va l ue of 1 10 - 1 1 5  m i l l i rem i dent i f i ed by the rev i ewer as the va l ue for 

offs i te  background rad i at i on is based on annua l measurements wh i c h  on l y  p rov i de an extern a l  dose , and 

the dose of 93  m i l l i rem for SRP shou l d  be 64 m i l l i rem , as about 28 m i l l i rem per year of the SRP are 

from i nterna l sources ) . 

W i th respect to workers w i t h i n  1 m i l e  of the ICPP , the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  ( Sect i on 

4 . 1 . 4 . 2 ) l i st the dose to an I NEL worker i n  the I CPP area as l ess  than 3 . 0  x 1 0-8 
rem . The 

c o l l ect i ve dose to i n d i v idua l s  wou l d  be th i s  dose t imes the number of i nd i v i dua l s  of  i n terest ( e . g . ,  

assum i ng 800 i nd i v idua l s ,  the co l lect i ve dose wou ld  be 2 . 4  x 1 0-5  person-rem . ) 

5 . 2 0 . 7  Comment : 

Concern was expres sed that ma i ntenance act i v i t i es , expected to y i e l d the h i ghest occupat i o n a l  

doses , were n o t  addressed . 

Sect ion  4 . 1 . 4 . 2  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  addresses the operat i ona l safety i mpact and 

requ i rements for the S I S  Project . Unt i l  the f i na l  fac i l i ty  des i gn and proposed operat i ons are fu l l y 

ana lyzed , wh i c h  wou l d  occur p r i or to the operat i ona l read i ness  rev i ew effort and startup , i t  i s  

d i ff i cu l t  to ascerta i n  wh i c h  norma l operat i ona l o r  ma i ntenance act i v i ty wou l d  y i e l d  the h i ghest 

occupat i on a l  dose ; howeve r ,  a l l  worker exposures , i n c l ud i ng ma i ntenance act i v i t i es ,  wou l d  be w i t h i n  
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rad i at i on protect i on standards as spec i f i ed by DOE Orders and w i l l  be ALARA . A spec i a l  task force i s  

current ly  eva l uat i ng  potent i a l  worker exposures based on the present des i gn , and i s  recommend i ng  

methods to further reduce p rojected exposures i n  t he  S I S  Fac i l i ty des i gn . 

5 . 20 . B  Comment : 

Rev i ewers requested that the F i n a l  E I S  i n c l ude an assessment of the hea lth  impacts to workers 

as a res u l t  of enhanced operat i ons  of the ICPP . 

The S I S  Project wou l d  not cause add i t i ona l rad i oact i ve em i s s i ons  or d i scharges from ex i st i ng 

ICPP  fac i l i t ies  as the S I S  P ro ject i s  not connected to or dependent on the operat i on  of ex i s t i ng ICPP  

fac i l i t i es .  As i dent i f i ed i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 4 . 2  of the Draft E I S ,  the  c a l c u l ated who l e-body comm i tted 

dose to an ICPP  worker due to the S I S  Project wou l d  be 3 . 0  x 1 0
-B 

rem . A max imum of approx imate ly  

BOO persons wou l d  work w i t h i n  1 m i l e  of t he  proposed S I S  l ocat i on .  A s  i dent i f i ed i n  response to 

comment 5 . 20 . 6 ,  the c o l l ect i ve dose to these BOO i nd i v i dua l s  wou l d  be 2 . 4  x 1 0-5  person-rem . 

5 . 20 . 9  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the S I S  Draft E I S  shou l d  report ex i s t i ng  data on job-re l ated hea l th 

effects  res u l t i ng from past I N EL  operat i ons . 

Deta i l ed records of exposures to rad i at i on are ma i nta i ned of emp l oyees at the I N EL and are 

reported to DOE ( e . g . , see the response to comment 5 . 20 . 2  and Sect i on 4 . 1 . 4 . 2  of the Draft and the 

F i na l  E I S ) . Res u l t s  of med i c a l  test s ,  i n c l ud i ng b i oassays , are a l so kept ; however ,  med i ca l  records 

are not re leased or reported because of p r i vacy restr ict i ons . DOE i s  act i ve l y  part i c i pat i ng i n  a 

number of stud ies  conduct i ng hea l t h  effects and e p i dem i o l og i c a l  stud i es , i n c l ud i ng an i ndustry-w i de 

Hea lth  and Morta l i ty Study of Workers . Res u l t s  of research are per i od i ca l ly pub l i shed i n  

peer-rev i ewed sc i ent i f i c  journa l s .  S pec i f i c  job-re lated hea l t h  effects and l n J ur i e s  at the I N EL are 

not i n c l uded in the E I S ,  as these wou l d  not be representat i ve of those that wou l d  be assoc i ated w i t h  

t h e  S I S  P roject . 

5 . 20 . 1 0 Comment : 

I t  was asked why the Occupat i ona l Safety and Hea l t h  Act (OSHA ) R i ght-to-Know regu l at i ons  are 

not app l i cab l e  to  DOE fac i l i t i es . 

DOE imposes standards that are equ i va l ent to the OSHA R i ght-to-Know regu l at i ons  on i t s  

contractors operat i ng DOE fac i l i t i e s  a t  t h e  I N E L .  

Sect i on  4 ( b ) ( 1 ) of the OSHA o f  1 9 7 0  grants t h e  Atom i c  Energy Comm i ss i on ( and successor 

agenc i e s , such as DOE ) an exempt ion  from adm i n i strat i ve overs i ght by the OSHA Adm i n i strat ion . 

Howeve r ,  the exempt i on req u i res that DOE ma i nta i n  a safety program as effect i ve as that requ i red by 

OSHA . As a matter of po l i cy , DOE Orders 54BO . 4  and 54B3 . 1  adopt a l l  current and future OSHA standards 

and requ i re i t s  contractors to comply w i t h  these standards , whether or not the contractor fa l l s under 

the Standard I ndust r i a l  C lass i f i cat ion  ( S I C ) codes referenced in the 
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OSHA standards . DOE thus  requ i res  i ts operat i ng contractors to comp ly  w i t h  these requ i rement s ,  and 

rout i ne l y  aud i t s  i t s  contractors to ensure they are in comp l i ance w i t h  the OSHA safety and hea l t h  

standards . 

5 . 20 . 1 1  Comment :  

Concern was noted that i n  reference to evacuat i on measures , Append i x  A . 2 . 5  of the Draft E I S  

had the statement , " I n  t h i s  assessment n o  evacuat i on  or  s pec i a l  she l ter i ng measures were assumed . "  

Append i x  A . 2  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  i s  a d i scus s i on of consequences f rom 

acc i dent a l  re l eases of rad i oact i v i ty .  She l te r i ng and evacuat i on measures  l ead t o  reduced exposure and 

therefore l ower rad i at ion doses from a i rborne rad i oact i v i t y .  Thu s ,  the assumpt i on that there are no 

she l ter i n g  or  evacuat i on  measures prov i des overest i mates of the rad i at i on dose that may resu l t  f rom a 

re lease . 
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5 . 2 1 P ERCOLAT I ON PONDS 

5 . 2 1 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers quest i oned : ( 1 ) how wet years and seasons w i t h  freez i n g  weather w i l l  affect 

perco l at i on ; ( 2 ) if the ponds w i l l  be a l l owed to freeze over ; and ( 3 ) what the ant i c i pated season a l  

depth o f  t he ponds i s .  

Wet years and freez i n g  weather have l ess  effect upon the ponds than the vo l ume of f low to 

the ponds . The bu l k  of the water  in the ponds does not freeze over in the w i nter because the water 

com i ng i nto them i s  warm ( 70-80o
F ) and there i s  a constant i n- f l ow to the ponds . However , areas 

near t he edges of t he pond w i l l  freeze . 

A change i n  rate of i n -f l ow to t he pond overwhe lms 

natura l perc i p i tat i on on the depth of the water in the pond . 

and norma l ly ,  the depth of water i n  pond 1 i s  about 8-9 foot 

pond 2 has reached on ly  about a 1 -ft depth to date . 

5 . 2 1 . 2  Comment : 

the effect of any seasona l var i at i on i n  

There are two perco l at i on  ponds a t  [CPP  

i n  the 16-foot -deep pond . The water i n  

I t  was stated that the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Draft Env i ronment a l  Impact Statement 
( E I S ) shou l d  have addressed t he i mpact of the proposed I daho Chem i c a l  P rocess i ng  P l ant ( ICPP ) 

evaporator work i ng/not work i ng on perco l at i on pond seepage . 

The vo l ume of f low ant i c i pated through the I CPP  evaporator i s  sma l l  compared to the tota l 

f l ow to the perco l at i on ponds . Therefore , the operat i on of the evaporator wou ld  not have a 

s i gn i f i cant impact on the tot a l  vo l ume of f l ow to the perco l at i on pond and consequent ly  no s i gn i f i cant 

effect on seepage . 

5 . 2 1 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the U . S .  Department of Energy ( ODE ) i s  now us i ng  perco l at i on ponds ; that 

the S I S  P roject ' s  use of I CPP  perco l at i on ponds for waste water was not addressed adequate ly in the 

Draft E I S ;  and that the poss i b l e  i nadequac i e s  of perco l at i on ponds and i n f i l t rat i on  beds are not 

d i scussed . 

The use of perco l at i on ponds and i n f i l trat i on beds i s  an acceptab l e  pract ice  p rov i ded that 

the d i scharges to the perc o l at i on ponds and i n f i l trat i on beds are contro l led to l eve l s  that are be l ow 

State of I daho Env i ronmenta l P rotect i on Act ( EPA ) d r i nk i ng water  standards . The d i scharges from the 

proposed S I S  P roject wou ld  be nonhazardous and nonrad i oact i ve ( i . e . , they wou l d  i n c l ude on ly  coo l i ng 

tower b l owdown and process  steam condensate that wou l d  be mon i tored pr i or  to d i scharge ) as d i scussed 

i n  S ect i on  4 . 1 . 2 . 2  of both the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  As part of DOE ' s  cont i n u i ng  goa l to 

upgrade waste management pract i ces , a new perco l at i on pond or  ponds w i l l  be prov i ded at the I CP P .  The 

pond ( s ) wou l d  be l ocated in such a manner that it ( they ) wou l d  not i nteract w i th  the ex i st i ng 

perco l at i on ponds . On ly  nonrad i oact i ve and nonhazardous eff l uents wh i c h  meet a l l  app l i cab l e  Federa l 

and state standards wou l d  be d i scharged to the new I CPP  pond . The eff l uents from the S I S  P ro ject 

wou l d  be d i scharged to a new perc o l a t i on pond be i ng  constructed for the I CPP . 
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5 . 2 1 . 4  COI11T1ent : 

Concern was expressed over the quant i ty of waste water ( > 200 , 000 gpd ) t o  be sent t o  the 

perco lat i on ponds , and t he controvers i a l  nature of t he ponds . I t  was requested that t he F i n a l  E I S  

c l ear ly state t hat the waste s tream f rom t he S I S  Project wou l d  b e  d i scharged t o  a perco lat i on pond 

that has never rec e i ved hazardous was t e ,  and that t hese ponds have suff i c i ent  capac i ty to d i spose of 

the waste s treams w i t hout us i ng the i n ject ion  we l l .  It was recommended t hat the bottom s l udge of t he 

ponds be samp led on a quarte r l y  bas i s  to mon i tor contam i nant b u i l dup . 

Between the i s suance of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S ,  t he des i gn of the S I S  l i q u i d  waste 

system was changed to separate l i q u i d  waste d i scharged to the serv i ce  waste system from potent i a l ly 

contam i nated waste  generated i n  the P l uton i um Proces s i ng B u i l d i ng ( P P B ) . Add i t i ona l ly ,  as part of 

DOE ' s  cont i nu i ng  goa l to  upgrade waste management pract i ces , a new perco lat i on pond or ponds w i l l  be  

p ro v i ded at the  ICPP . The pond ( s ) wou l d  be l ocated in  such a manner that it  ( t hey ) wou l d  not i nteract 

w i t h  t he ex i st i ng perco l at i on ponds . O n l y  nonrad i oact i ve  and nonhazardous eff l uents wh i c h  meet a l l  

app l i cab le  Federa l and state standards wou l d  be d i scharged to the new ICPP  pond ( s ) . T h i s  eff l uent 

represents water or i g i na l ly w i thdrawn from the aqu i fer be i ng recharged to the aqu i fe r .  

Samp l i ng o f  t h e  bottom s l udge i n  the ex i st i ng ICPP  perco l at i on ponds h a s  been and wou ld  

con t i nue to  be performed tw i ce  a year in  accordance w i t h  operat i ng procedures . 

5 . 2 1 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was noted that t he S I S  F i n a l  E I S  must address the " l ong-term use of perco lat i on ponds 

contrary to DOE i ntent . "  It was s tated that the use of these perco lat i on ponds shou l d  be avo i ded 

because of the potent i a l  for bu i l dup of waste const i tuents in the s o i l .  

DOE ' s  i ntent i s  t o  e l i m i nate those pract i ces  that have resu l ted prev i o u s l y  i n  the 

contam i nat ion  of groundwater resources .  For perco l at i on and seepage ponds that have been used for 

hazardous and rad i oact i ve d i scharge s ,  DOE is undertak i ng the necessary correc t i ve act i ons to  comp ly 

w i t h  the Resource Conservat i on and Recovery Act ( RCRA ) . The use of perco lat i on ponds for 

nonrad i oact i ve  and nonhazardous l i qu i d  d i scharges i s  not contrary to DOE i ntent or Orders . To ensure 

that the proposed S I S  Project wou l d  on ly d i scharge nonhazardous and nonrad i oact i ve  l i qu i d  eff l uent s , 

the l i q u i d  waste system des i gn of the S I S  Project has been changed s i nce the i ssuance of the Draft E I S  

t o  spec i f i ca l ly prov i de for the separat ion  o f  potent i a l ly contam i nated l i qu i d  waste streams ( see 

Sect ion  2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of  the F i na l E I S ) . As part of DOE ' s  cont i nu i ng goa l to  upgrade waste management 

pract i ces , a new perco l at i on pond or  ponds w i l l  be prov i ded at the ICPP . The pond ( s ) wou l d  be l ocated 

in such a manner that it ( they ) wou l d  not i nteract w i t h  the ex i s t i ng perco l at i on ponds . On ly  

nonrad i oact i ve and  nonhazardous eff l uents wh i ch  meet a l l  app l i cab l e  Federa l and  State  standards wou l d  

be d i scharged to t h e  n e w  ICPP  pond ( s ) . A s  stated i n  t h e  Draft E I S  a n d  t h e  F i na l E I S  ( Sect i on 

4 . 1 . 2 . 2 ) , DOE con s i ders  the perco lat i on ponds at I CPP  to be i nter im measures . Stud i e s  and eva luat i ons 

wou l d  cont i nue to  i dent i fy imp rovement s  or c hanges i n  operat ion  that wou l d  more effect i ve l y  d i spose of 

l i qu i d  eff luents .  

The potent i a l  for bu i ldup of contam i nants i n  the so i l  beneath the ex i st i ng perco lat i on ponds 

is recogn i zed by DOE . Samp l i ng of bottom s l udge has been and wou l d  cont i nue to  be performed i n  

accordance w i t h  operat i ng procedures .  
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5 . 2 1 . 6  Corrrnent : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project wou l d  i nc rease re l i ance on the use of perco lat i on ponds . 

I t  was a l so  stated that the S I S  Draft E I S  "needs to address p lanned ICPP perco l at i on pond use that 

v i o l ates I daho p roposed groundwater  standard s . "  

As part of DOE ' s  cont i nu i ng goa l to upgrade waste management p ract i ces , a new perco l at i on  

pond or ponds w i l l  be prov i ded at  t he  ICPP . The pond ( s ) wou l d  be l ocated i n  such a manner that i t  
( they ) wou l d  not i nteract w i th  the ex i st i ng perco l at i on ponds . On l y  nonrad i oact i ve and nonhazardous 

eff l uents wh i ch meet a l l app l i cab l e  Federa l and state standards wou l d  be d i scharged to the new ICPP  

pond ( s ) . The proposed S I S  Project wou ld  i nc rease the f low to the new perco l a t i on pond by 

approx imat e l y  1 2  percent . D i scharges from the S I S  P roject to the new perco l at i on pond wou l d  not be 

hazardous or rad i oact i ve and wou l d  therefore not v i o l ate Federa l or state groundwater  standards . 

5 . 2 1 .  7 Corrrnent : 

I t  was noted that ( 1 ) a regu l a r  mon i tor i ng system character i z i ng the eff l uent enter i ng the 

perco l at i on pond shou l d  be estab l i shed , ( 2 ) the bottom s l udge of the pond shou l d  be samp l ed and 

ana l yzed regu l a r l y ,  and ( 3 ) assessment/remed iat i on procedures shou l d  be proposed i n  the event that the 

pond ( s ) become contam i nated . 

A l l eff l uents from the ICPP  d i scharged through the serv i ce waste system to the perc o l at ion 

pond are mon i tored and character i zed on a regu l ar  bas i s .  I n  add i t i on ,  a l l  waste st reams to be sent to 

the serv i ce waste system a re samp l ed and ana l yzed pr i or to d i scharge to ensure that they are 

nonhazardous and nonrad i oact i ve ,  be l ow DOE concentrat ion  gu i de l i ne s  for rad i oact i v i ty and meet a l l  

appropr i ate Federa l and state reg u l at i ons . The bottom s l udge of the ponds i s  now samp l ed and ana l yzed 

tw i ce a year .  If samp l i ng were to i nd i cate a s i g n i f i cant bu i l dup of contam i nants i n  s l udge such that 

standards were l i k e l y  to be exceeded , p lans and procedures for remed i at i on wou l d  be prepared and 

imp l emented in coord i na t i on w i th  EPA and the State of I daho , Department of Hea l t h  and We l fare . 
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5 . 22  PER I OD OF 

5 . 22 . 1  Corrrnents : 

It was stated that the t ime to comp l ete the project was vast ly  underest imated i n  the Draft 

Env i ronment a l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) .  

T he project schedu l e  was based on the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) P ro ject at a 

3D-percent des i gn comp l et ion  stage . The est imates made were deve l oped by exper i enced des i gners and 

constructors and have been rev i ewed in deta i l  by the operat i ng contractor project off ice , the u . s .  

Department of Energy ( DOE ) project off ice , and DOE Headquarters . The DOE i s  conf i dent t hat the 

schedu le  cou l d  be ach i eved w i t h  appropr i ate fund i ng support . 

5 . 2 2 . 2  Corrrnent : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  P roject ' s  operat i ng l i fet i me was not i dent i f i ed or was too short 

to just i fy the pro ject . I t  was a l so imp l i ed that the feedstock wou l d  be dep leted dur i ng the S I S  

P ro ject ' s  l i fet ime . 

The actua l per i od of operat i on of the S I S  Project for product ion  of weapon-grade p l uton i um 

wou l d  be dependent . on ( 1 ) t he ava i l ab i l i ty of DOE -owned feed , and ( 2 ) the rate of operat i on ( i . e . ,  

fract i on of fu l l  S I S  product ion ) wh i c h  i s  corrrnensurate w i th the approved req u i rements for nuc l ear 

defense mater i a l s . A quant i ty of feed mate r i a l  for S I S  process i ng has been i dent i f i ed by DOE 

cons i stent w i t h  the object i ves of cont i ngency and f l ex i b i l i ty that--based on max i mum throughput 

rate--wo u l d  resu l t  in severa l years ( c urrent ly  est imated as  8- 10  years in contrast to t he 6-8 years 

prev i o u s l y  reported ) of S I S  operat i o n .  T h i s  per i od wou l d  obv i ou s l y  be l onge r ,  if the S I S  P roject were 

not operated at fu l l  product i ons  capac i t i es and annua l pro jected i nformat ion  wou l d  be reduced 

proport i onate l y .  Add i t i on a l  sources of feed mater i a l  wou l d  poss i b ly be ava i l ab l e  in the future , 

depend i ng on add i t i ona l product ion  i n i t i at i ves and the l im i tat i ons  on ex i st i ng product i on fac i l i t i es .  

The F i n a l  E I S  prov i des an ana lys i s  of impacts based on 30  years of S I S  operat i on at max imum 

throughput to attempt to bound reasonab l y  foreseea b l e  impacts . I f  and when add i t i on a l  feed were to be 

i dent i f i ed ,  an ana lys i s  of t he i mpacts of process i ng these mater i a l s  wou l d  be conducted and the 

appropr i ate Nat i ona l  Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( N EPA ) documentat i on wou l d  be prepared . 

5 . 2 2 . 3  Corrrnent : 

I t  was stated that t he current ly  def i ned m i s s i on for the S I S  P roject wou l d  l ast  o n l y  5-8 

years , and that the Draft E I S  d i d  not d i scuss potent i a l  extended operat i on of the S I S  P roject beyond 

that m i ss i on . I t  was stated t hat the E I S  d i d  not address the env i ronmenta l or safety impacts 

assoc i ated w i t h  an extended m i ss ion  ( i . e . , it fa i l s to address the c umu l at i ve  i mpacts from t ransport 

as we l l  as process i ng of feed mater i a l s  such as Fast F l ux Test Fac i l i ty ( FFTF ) fue l or mate r i a l  from 

ex i s t i ng weapons ) . I t  was a l so noted that the S I S  P roject w i l l  be usefu l i n  the future . 

See t he response to comment 5 . 2 2 . 2  regard i ng the per i od of S I S  operat ion  and the 

i ncorporat i on of an ana lys i s  of  potent i a l  impacts from 30  years of S I S  operat ion . 

5 . 2 2- 1  

CONSTRUCTION/OPERATION

Response:

Response:

Response:



Th i s  F i n a l  E I S  assesses the potent i a l  consequences of the construct i on and operat i on of the 

S I S  Project for the m i ss i on of i sotop i ca l ly separat i ng  fue l -grade p l uton i um to produce weapon-grade 

p l uton i um .  Wh i l e the S I S  Pro ject may have the capab i l i ty  t o  perform other m i s s i on s  as  i dent i f i ed i n  

Sect ion  1 . 1 . 2 o f  the F i n a l  E I S ,  DOE has not forma l ly con s i dered o r  proposed these add i t i ona l 

m i s s i on s . Any m i ss i on for the S I S  Project other than the product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um from 

fue l -grade p l uton i um wou l d  requ i re the necessary techn i ca l ,  safety , and env i ronmenta l eva l uat i on s  to 

determ i ne the i r  feas i b i l i ty  and i f  proposed , wou l d  requ i re approp r i ate NEPA rev i ew .  

As stated i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 2 of the D raft E I S ,  the recovered p l uton i um i n  the FFTF fue l cou l d  

prov i de a s i gn i f i cant source of  feed mater i a l  f o r  S I S  process i n g .  DOE i s  prepa r i ng an Env i ronment a l  

Assessment ( EA ) on the potent i a l  feas i b i l i ty a n d  env i ronmenta l impacts of dec ladd i ng the FFTF fue l 

w i t h  a preferred l ocat ion for the proces s i ng  at the Hanford S i te i n  Was h i ngton . The potent i a l  i mpacts  

of transport i ng  t h i s  feed mater i a l  to  the S I S  fac i l ity are  bounded by  the  transportat i on ana l yses 

presented i n  Sect ion  4 . 1 . 3 . 3  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  Howeve r ,  a s  stated i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 2 

of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  there are other potent i a l  u ses for the FFTF fue l ,  e . g . , b l end i ng ,  

and the use o f  FFTF fue l a t  the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  wou l d  not be a prerequ i s i te i n  DOE ' s  dec i s i on to proceed 

w i th the S I S  Project . See the response to comment 2 . 1 3 . 1 1 for add i t i ona l d i scuss i on on FFTF fue l .  

5 . 22 . 4  Comment :  

I t  was noted that the E I S  shou l d  address the resu lt i ng long-term soc i oeconom i c  effects when 

the re l at i ve ly short m i ss i on of the S I S  Project i s  comp lete and many peop l e  become unemp l oyed . 

As d i scussed i n  response to comment 5 . 22 . 2 ,  the S I S  Project wou l d  have a des i gn l i fe of 3 0  

years  and the actua l per i od of S I S  operat i on for the product i on o f  weapon-grade p l uton i um wou l d  be 

dependent on two important factors--ava i l ab i l i ty of feed mater i a l ,  and the approved req u i rements  for 

nuc lear defense mate r i a l s .  G i ven the uncert a i nty assoc i ated w i th these two factors , i t  cannot be 

prec i se ly ascert a i ned how l ong the S I S  Project wou l d  operate . Howeve r ,  an ana lys i s  of potent i a l  

impacts based o n  max imum throughput capac ity  o f  the S I S  Project has been p rov i ded i n  the F i n a l  E I S  i n  

a n  attempt t o  bound the potent i a l  env i ronment a l  consequences o f  S I S  operat i on over the 3D-year des i gn 

l i fe of the fac i l i t y .  

I n  the event that the length of opera t i on o f  the S I S  Project for process i ng fue l -grade p l uton i um 

to produce weapon-grade p l uton i um wou l d  be re lat i ve l y  short ( i . e . , l ess than 1 0  years ) , i t  i s  not 

l i ke l y  that long-term soc i oeconom i c  effects wou l d  resu l t .  The number of  operat i ng personne l  

assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  Project i s  relat i ve l y  sma l l  compared t o  the current workforce a t  the I daho 

Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng  Laboratory ( I N EL ) . I n  add i t i on ,  operat i ng  personne l wou l d  come pr ima r i l y  from 

the e x i st i ng l abor poo l in the I N EL  area rather than from persons who wou l d  i n-m i grate i nto the a rea . 

Sect i on s  4 . 1 . 1 . 1  and 4 . 1 . 2 . 1  of the F i na l  E I S  pro v i de a more deta i l ed d i scuss i on of i n-m i grat i ng 

workers and the i r  poten t i a l  soc i oeconom i c  consequences than i s  conta i ned i n  the Draft E I S ,  to a ss i st 

i n  understand i ng  potent i a l  soc i oeconom i c  impacts . 

5 . 2 2 . 5  Comment :  

I t  was stated that after the current l y  def i ned m i s s i on ,  DOE wou l d  transport p l uton i um f rom 

the Savannah R i ver P lant ( SRP ) to the I N EL  for pur i f i cat i on and that the r i sk from t h i s  transportat i on 

wou l d  be h i gher than for t ransport i ng  p l uton i um from Hanford to the I NE L . 

A sma l l  amount of  scrap from SRP wou l d  b e  processed b y  the S I S  Project a s  stated i n  the 

Foreword to the Draft E I S .  The t ransporta t i on impact of the s h i pment of  SRP scrap is i n c l uded in the 

ana l ys i s  of potent i a l  consequences and r i sk as i dent i f i ed i n  Sect i ons  4 . 1 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 . 3 . 3 ,  and A . 3  of the 

F i na l  E I S .  A l so see the response to comment 4 . 22 . 2  regard i ng other m i ss i on s . 

5 . 22-2 

Resonse:

Response:



5 . 22 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat t he jobs prov i ded by the S I S  P ro ject wou l d  l ast l ess  than a decade un less  

the Non-Pro l i ferat i on  T reaty i s  v io l ated . Concern was expressed that p l uton i um from commerc i a l  power 

reactor fue l wou ld be proces sed in the S I S  Project . 

See t he response to comment 5 . 2 2 . 2  regard i ng the per i od of S I S  operat ion  and the response to 

comment 5 . 22 . 4  regard i ng soc i oeconom i c  impacts . The S I S  Project wou ld not v i o l ate t he 

Non-Pro l i ferat i on  T reaty , as d i scussed i n  response to comment 3 . 5 . 2 .  As i dent i f i ed i n  the Foreword of 

the Draft E I S ,  the S IS  Project wou l d  not ut i l i ze feed mate r i a l  der i ved from t he nat i ons  commerc i a l  

nuc l ear reactors for the product i on o f  weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  as  such use i s  prec l uded by law .  

5 . 22-3 

Response:





5 . 23 RAD IOLOGI CAL 

5 . 23 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was asked what assurance t he U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) wou l d  prov i de so t hat future 

generat ions  wou l d  not be exposed to dead ly  rad i at i on as a res u l t  of operat i ons  and waste d i sposa l .  I t  

was stated t hat "rad i at i on i s  a mutagen" and t hat rad i oact i ve re leases a r e  o n l y  a l l uded to and not 

d i scussed in deta i l  in t he Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . 

Operat i on of the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project wou l d  be conducted i n  accordance 

w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  env i ronmenta l reg u l atory standards for em i s s i ons , eff l uent s ,  and wastes . The S I S  

Pro ject i s  des i gned t o  conta i n  and m i t i gate potent i a l  exposure a s  a res u l t  o f  a n  acc i dent . 

Rad iat i on i s  a mutagen . However , at t he ext reme l y  l ow l eve l s  res u l t i ng from S I S  re l eases , no 

mutagen i c  effect i s  expected . C hapter 4 of t he Draft E I S  and t he F i na l E I S  presents t he est imated 

number of genet i c  effects to t he popu l at i on surround i ng  each of the a l ternat i ve S I S  l ocat ions  from 

rout i ne  rad i oact i ve re l eases . 

A d i scuss i on of the rad i oact i ve re l ease from t he S I S  Project i s  presented i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  

of  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  The emphas i s  i s  on atmospher i c  em i ss ions  and so l i d wastes because 

a l l  l i q u i d  d i scharges to the env i ronment wou l d  be nonrad i oact i ve .  As stated i n  the F i na l  E I S ,  

atmosphe r i c  em i ss i ons  are based on ( 1 ) the max imum annu a l  S I S  throughput o f  mater i a l , ( 2 ) actua l 

operat i ng data from other DOE p l uton i um fac i l i t i e s ,  and ( 3 ) a conservat i ve f i l ter eff i c i ency of 99 . 9 7 

percent for the f i rst stage of h i gh-eff i c i ency part i cu l ate a i r  ( HEPA ) f i l t rat i on and 99 . 5  percent for 

the two rema i n i ng stages of HEPA f i l t rat i on . Sources , amounts , treatments , and transport of 

rad i oact i ve and hazardous wastes are a l so d i scussed in the F i n a l  E I S ,  Sect i ons  4 . 1 . 2 . 2  and 4 . 1 . 2 . 3 .  

5 . 23 . 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers  requested an exp l anat i on of why I daho peop l e  are best s u i ted to w i t hstand h i gh 

rad i at i on  l eve l s ,  and ma i nta i ned that the Draft E I S  d i s regards the h i gher max imum i n d i v i dua l dose 

imparted to Idahoans . 

The max ima l ly exposed hypothet i c a l  i nd i v i dua l res i d i ng  a t  t he I daho Nat i o n a l  Eng i nee r i ng 

Laboratory ( I NEL ) s i te boundary wou l d  rece i ve a s l i ght l y  h i gher dose as a resu l t  of norma l S I S  

operat i on s  t han the  hypothet i c a l  max imum i nd i v i du a l  at t he other two a l ternat i ve s i tes . However , the 

dose wou l d  st i l l  be so sma l l  t hat the rout i ne dose d i fferences from norma l operat ion  among the three 

s i tes  wou l d  be i n s i gn i f i cant . The tota l popu l at i on doses for l ocat i ng the S I S  Project at t he I NEL 

wou l d  be the l owest compared to t he other  a l terna t i ve s i tes because of the sma l ler  popu l at i on res i d i ng  

w i t h i n  80 k i l ometers ( 50 m i l es ) of  t he S I S  Project s i te . T h i s  does not  imp l y  t hat t he popu lat i on 

around the I NEL  i s  more s u i ted to w i t hstand rad i at i on effects , but rather acknow l edges that fewer 

persons wou l d  be at r i sk from t he ext reme ly  l ow l eve l s  of radi oact i ve em i s s ions  assoc i ated w i t h  the 

S I S  Project . As w i th t he max imum i nd i v i dua l exposure l eve l s ,  the impacts to the surroun d i ng 

popu l a t i ons  at a l l  t hree locat i ons  wou l d  be extreme ly  sma l l .  

5 . 23 . 3  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that there i s  no safe rad iat i on l eve l and t hat any i ncrease i n  background 

rad i at i on resu lts  in a correspon d i ng i ncreased mutat i on rate . 

5 . 23 - 1  

Response:

Response:



Rad i at i on p rotec t i on standards are based on contro l l i ng rad i oact i ve re l eases to as l ow as 

reasonab ly  ach i evab l e  (ALARA ) l eve l s  in recogn i t i on of the potent i a l  r i sk of  rad iat i on exposure . 

Rad i oact i ve re l eases f rom the S I S  Project dur i ng norma l operat i on w i l l  be contro l led to we l l  be l ow a l l  

app l i cab l e  rad iat i on p rotect i on  standards . As conta i ned i n  Chapter 4 o f  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  

E I S ,  t h e  h i ghest number of genet i c  effects from annua l re l eases to t h e  surround i ng popu lat ion  a t  each 

of the a l ternat i ve S I S  l ocat ions  is less than 5 x 1 0
- 1 1

. For  30 years of S I S  opera t i on ,  the max imum 

number of genet i c  effects wou l d  be l ess  than 1 . 5 x 10
-9 . 

5 . 23 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was noted that construct ing  the S I S  Fac i l i ty at I NEL  v i o lates ODE ALARA po l i cy , s i nce 

construct i on at Hanford wou l d  expose workers to l ess  r i s k .  

The dec i s i on as to whether or not to construct the S I S  Project at the I NEL  or at one of the 

other a l ternat i ve s i tes w i l l  be  conta i ned in a pub l i c ly ava i lab le  Record of Dec i s i on that w i l l  be 

p repared fo l l ow i ng the pub l i ca t i on of the F i na l  E I S .  Wh i l e the est imated dose t o  a construct i on 

worker at the Hanford S i te wou l d  be l ess  than the dose to a construct i on worker at the I NEL , the 

d i fference in est imated construct i on worker doses is on ly  one of severa l env i ronmenta l factors to be 

con s i dered . The pred i cted doses to workers at each of the a l ternat i ve s i tes a re a l l we l l  w i t h i n  the 

DDE l im i t  of 5 rem ( 5 , 000 m i l l i rem ) . 

5 . 23 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the A I RODS mode l uses dub i ous and opt im i st i c  assumpt i ons  wh i c h  mask the 

effects of l ong-term atmospher i c  re l eases . 

The A I RODS-EPA mode l i s  used to ca lcu l ate env i ronment a l  doses resu lt i ng  from rout i ne re leases 

commensurate w i th the U . S .  E n v i ronmenta l Protect i on Agency ' s  ( E PA ' s ) Nat i ona l Em i s s i on Standards for 

Hazardous A i r  Po l l utants ( N ESHAP ) . The A IRODS-EPA mode l uses annua l  average meteoro log i ca l  data 
( i . e . , j o i nt f requency d i st r i but i ons ) and is i ntended for the assessment of long-term rad i o l og i ca l 

impacts .  For  the S I S  F i na l E I S ,  the CRAC2 computer code , wh ich  has been used exten s i ve l y  to mode l 

commerc i a l  nuc lear  reactor acc i dents , was used . Un l i ke the A IRODS-EPA mode l ,  the CRAC2 mode l uses 

sequent i a l  hou r l y  data , wh i c h  are more representat i ve of short-term exposures assoc i ated w i t h  acc ident 

re l ease s .  

T he meteo ro l og i ca l  cond i t i ons  that were used i n  ca l cu l at i ng  t he rad i o l og i c a l  doses from 

rout i ne re l eases represent a comb i nat i on of the worst card i n a l  d i rect i on and the s hortest d i stance to 

t he s i te boundary . T he meteoro l og i ca l  data obtai ned for the ent i re I NEL  s i te were from a tower 1 0  

meters h i gh .  

S i te-spec i f i c  data for A IRODS-EPA mode l i ng of rout i ne rad i oact i ve re leases were used to the 

extent ava i l a b l e  for each of the a l ternat i ve s i tes ; where unava i l ab l e ,  spec i f i c  i nput pa rameters as  

presented i n  Append i x  A we re s e l ected to prov ide an upper bound of potent i a l  rad i o log i ca l  doses ( e . g . ,  

popu lat i on doses were der i ved u s i ng a yea r-2010 popu l at i on based on an ext rapo l at i on of popu lat ion  

growth between 1 9 7 0  and  1980 ) . 

5 . 23-2  

Response:

Response:

Response:



As i n d i cated by the above , conservat i ve assumpt ions  were used and no attempt was made to mask 

or h i de poten t i a l  effects . 

5 . 23 . 6  Comment : 

A rev i ewer asked that the E I S  be c l a r i f i ed by compar i ng popu lat ion  doses f rom natu ra l 

background rad i at i on to the dose from S I S  operat i ons , and to use popu l at i on f i gures for t he year 2 0 1 0  

based on an ana lys i s  performed b y  t h e  rev i ewer i n  wh i c h  t h e  popu l at i on dose was d i v i ded b y  t he max imum 

i nd i v i du a l  dose . 

The popu l at i on dose i s  not der i ved by mu l t i p l y i ng  the max imum i nd i v i dua l dose by the 

projected popu l at i on , nor ,  as ref l ected by the comment , can one der i ve the projected popu lat i on by 

d i v i d i n g  t he popu l at i on dose by the max imum i nd i v i dua l dose . The average i n d i v i dua l popu l at i on dose 

may be obta i ned by d i v i d i n g  the popu l at i on dose by the popu l at i on . In the case of the I N EL , 

7 . 0  x 1 0-8 person- rem i s  d i v ided by 23 0 , 129  persons . Th i s  y i e lds  an average effec t i ve dose 

equ i va l ent  to the year-2010  popu l at i on of less t han 3 . 5  x 1 0- 1 3  rem , or  3 . 5  x 1 0
- 1 0  m i l l i rem . 

5 . 23 . 7  Comment : 

Concern was expressed w i th the methods used i n  Append i x  A of the Draft E I S  for ca l cu l at i ng  

rad iat i on  doses , hea l t h  effects ,  a nd  impacts of transportat i on . I t  was a l so stated that the 

rad i o l og i c a l  assessments were done very we l l .  

Rad i o log i c a l  assessments  were performed us i ng computer codes that have been accepted and 

approved by var ious  Federa l agenc i es .  Hea l t h  effects  ( fata l cancer and genet i c  effects ) were 

c a l c u l ated us i ng the w i de ly accepted met hodo l ogy recommended in the B i o l og i c a l  Effects of I on i z i ng 

Rad iat i on  ( B E I R  I I I ) reports . Transportat i on impacts were c a l c u l ated u s i ng the w i de ly accepted r i sk 

ana lys i s  mode l imp l emented by the RADTRAN I I I  computer code . As exemp l i f i ed by the response to  

comment 5 . 23 . 6  concern i ng t he AI RDOS-EPA mode l ,  every attempt was made to est imate t he upper bound of 

potent i a l  rad i o l og i ca l  consequences , g i ven s c i ent i f i ca l ly acceptab l e  and approved methods . 

5 . 23 . 8  Comment : 

I t  was noted that med ica l s c i ent i st s  are just beg i nn i ng to rea l i ze  poss i b l e  l ong-term effects 

of exposure to i nc rements  of rad i a t i on .  

The ana lys i s  of rad i o l og i c a l  effects of S I S  re leases takes i nto 

effect of re l eases by ca lcu lat i ng a 50-year rad i o l og ica l dose based on 1 

i ncrementa l 50-year exposure resu l t i ng  from annua l re l eases from the S I S  

cons i derat i on the l ong-term 

year of S I S  re l eases . The 

Fac i l i ty imparted to the 
- 7  

i n d i v i dua l rece i v i ng  the max imum dose was est imated to be 1 . 6  x 10  • m i l l i rem effect i v e  dose 

equ i va l ent  ( EDE ) at the I NE L . For 30 years of re l eases the est imate wou l d  be 4 . 8  x 1 0
-5  

m i l l i rem . 

Potent i a l  hea l th  effects surroun d i ng the I NE L  from 3D-years of S I S  re l eases , tak i ng i nto  cons i derat ion  
- 1 0  

effect s  5 0  years  after the 3D-year re lease , wou ld  b e  6 . 9  x 1 0  cancer deaths  and l ess  t han 

5 . 1  x 1 0- 1 1  genet i c  effects . 

5 . 23-3 

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 23 . 9  Comment : 

Rev i ewers fe l t  that the r i sks  assoc i ated w i t h  l ow- leve l rad iat i on ,  wh i ch are stated as fact 

in the Draft E I S ,  are so l ow that they cou l d  actua l ly be zero , and even in a transportat i on acc i dent 

the doses are too l ow to produce r i sk w i th any degree of accuracy .  

The F i na l E I S  i n  Append i x  A (A . 1 . 2 ) and Chapter 4 ( 4 . 1 . 2 . 3 ) has been mod i f i ed to i nd i cate 

that the l i near extrapo lat i on ( stra i ght- l i ne project i on ) of hea l t h  effects data from r e l at i ve ly h i gh 

dose rates down to the l ow doses assoc i ated w i th S I S  operat i on was used ; thus the F i na l  E I S  bounds the 

upper range of potent i a l  hea l t h  effects . 

5 . 23 . 1 0 Comment : 

It was noted that the un i t  of part i c le s i ze shown on page A- 1 7  of the Draft E I S  i s  i ncorrect .  

The typograph i c a l  om i ss i on of the "�" (m i c ro ) has been corrected i n  the F i na l  E I S . 

5 . 23 . 1 1 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the F i na l  E I S  needs to address r i sk beyond the l oc a l  popu l at i on ,  i . e . ,  the 

rest of human i ty .  

Conven t i ona l l y ,  doses and hea l t h  effects have been ca l c u l ated to the popu lat i on res i d i ng out 

to a d i stance of 50 m i l es  from nuc lear fac i l i t i e s .  Th i s  has been done for the S I S  P roject . 

Atmosphe r i c  d i sper s i on ensures that concentrat i ons of rad i oact i v i ty carr i ed beyond 50 m i l es  are much 

sma l ler  than those at c l ose d i stances . Therefore , beyond 50 m i l es , i nc rementa l doses from atmosphe r i c  

rel eases have been found t o  b e  sma l l e r .  I n  some cases , doses and hea lth  effects res u l t i ng from l i q u i d  

eff l uents  have been ca l c u l ated t o  d i stances greater than 5 0  m i l es  and have been i nc l uded i n  

env i ronment a l  impact statements . However , the S I S  Project w i l l  not d i scharge rad i oact i v i ty i n  a 

l i qu i d  form . Potent i a l  r i sks of hea l t h  effects to the popu lat i on surround i ng the I NEL  from 3 0  years 

of S I S re l eases wou l d  be l ess  than 6 . 9  x 10- 10  cancer deaths and less  than 5 . 1  x 10
- 1 1  

genet i c  

effects . R i sks  t o  the popu lat ion  beyond 50 m i l es  o f  I NEL  wou l d  be l ess . 

5 . 23 . 1 2 Comment : 

It was stated that an overv i ew of r i sk mode l i ng/methodo l ogy shou l d  be i nc l uded to l end 

c red i b i l i ty to est imates of popu lat i on r i sk dur i ng s h i pments to the Waste I s o l at i on P i l ot P lant 
(W I P P ) . 

A d i scuss i on of the methodo l ogy used to der i ve the rad i o log i ca l r i sks  to popu l at i ons w i t h  

respect to t ransura n i c  ( TRU ) waste s h i pments  to the W I P P  i s  conta i ned i n  Append i x  A ,  Sect i on A . 3 ,  of 

the F i na l E I S .  

5 . 23-4 

Response:

Response:
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5 . 23 . 13 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  accepts fa l lout from nuc l ear weapons test i ng a s  part of back

ground rad iat i on i n  Tab le  3-2 but carefu l ly i tem i zes much sma l ler  doses such as  exposure from t rave l 

i n  a i rp l anes and occupat ional  exposure to med ica l  and denta l personne l .  

The Draft E I S  d i d  i nc l ude fa l l out from nuc l ear weapons tests  as part of background because 

everyone is consta n t l y  exposed to  i t .  

not everyone t rave l s  i n  a n  a i rplane . 

add i t i ona l c la r i t y .  

5 . 23 . 14 Comment : 

However,  rad iat i on doses from a i r  t rave l were separated because 

The c i ted tab l e  has been rev i sed in the F i na l E I S  to  prov ide  

Rev i ewers stated that  the va l ues  for  background rad iat i on g i ven i n  the Draft E I S  w i l l  not cor

rect or t he latest a va i lab l e ,  and if t he correct va l ues [ i . e . ,  Nat iona l Counc i l  on Rad i o l o g i c a l  

Protec t i on ( NCRP ) Pub l i cat i on 93  wh ich  i nc l udes radon] were used , t he impacts of t he S I S  Project cou l d  

b e  reduced by as  much as  a factor of 2 .  

The F i na l  E I S  i n  Chapter 3 ( Tab l e  3-3 )  acknowledges t hat natura l background rad iat ion l eve l s  

may b e  h i gher than presented i n  the F i na l  E I S  tab l es and text because o f  radon i nha l at i on . Because 

ca lcu lat i on s  of doses assoc iated w i th radon i nha l at i on are st i l l  open to  quest ions of accuracy , they 

have not been i n c l uded in t he c a l cu lated background rad iat ion in the F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 23 . 1 5 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that less  re l i ance shou l d  be p l aced on natura l background rad iat i on for a 

standard of compar i son , and the E I S  shou ld  not imp l y  that a t r i v i a l  i ncrease i n  background rad iat i on 

i s  of no consequence . I t  was stated that t he F i na l  E I S  shou l d  empha s i z e  that i ncrements w i l l  be  

contro l l ed to  be ALARA.  

The compar i sons presented i n  the Draft E I S  were not i ntended e i ther to t r i v i a l i ze  the 

s ign i f i cance of background rad i at i on or to  use background rad iat i on as  a "standard" of compar i son . 

The F i na l  E I S  has been mod i f i ed t o  i nc l ude compar i sons of rad i o l og i ca l  impacts to bases other t han 

natura l background rad iat i on ,  e . g . , l im i t s  estab l i shed in EPA ' s  40 CFR 6 1 ,  S ubpart H, and DOE Order 

5480 s er i e s .  Howeve r ,  it sho u l d  be noted t hat wh i le for perspec t i ve the projected doses for t he S I S  

Fac i l i ty were compared t o  those l im i t s ,  these l im i t s  actua l ly app l y  t o  cumu lat i ve re l eases f rom an 

ent i re DOE s i t e .  See a l so Sect i on 4 . 5  i n  the F i n a l  E I S .  

The F i n a l  E I S  has a l so been mod i f i ed t o  express DOE ' s  i ntent t o  l im i t  a l l  exposures i n  

accordance w i t h  the ALARA process a s  ref l ected by t he draft rev i s i on s  t o  DOE Order 5480 ser i es .  

5 . 23 . 1 6 Comment : 

Concern was expressed over compar i ng doses or r i sks from t ransportat i on acc i dent s ,  wh ich  are 

avoi dab l e ,  to  t hose of natura l background rad i at ion , wh ich  are not . More spec i f i ca l l y ,  concern was 

expressed over compar i ng doses from transport , wh ich  are sporad i c ,  to background rad i at i on  doses , 

wh ich  are cont i nuous . 
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Compa r i son of rad i o log i ca l doses from S I S  re l eases or the transport of mate r i a l s  i s  i ntended 

on ly  to prov i de a perspect i ve on the s i gn i f i cance of potent i a l  rad i o l og i ca l  consequences . Such 

compar i sons have been e l i m i nated in  the F i na l E I S .  

For the tota l dose assoc i ated w i t h  potent i a l  S I S  Project and transport re l eases , hea l t h  

effects from rad i at i o n ,  most notably  l atent cancer fata l i t i es and genet i c  effect s ,  a r e  not dependent 

on the rate at wh i c h  the rad i at i on dose i s  de l i vered . Th i s  relat i on s h i p  i s  i n herent in the l i near 

extrapo lat i on of dose-response data used in the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S .  On t h i s  bas i s ,  compa r i ng 

S I S-re l ated doses w i t h  background doses was appropr i ate . Doses at much h i gher l eve l s  ( hundreds of 

rem ) have a h i gh p robab i l i ty of caus i ng hea l t h  effects assoc i ated w i t h  acute rad i at i on syndrome and 

cou l d  not be compared w i t h  background rad i at i on .  

5 . 23 . 1 7 Comment : 

Rev i ewers  stated that the effects  of i ncreased rad iat i on on m i c roorgan i sms and the mutat i on 

rate of the earth ' s  b i ot i c  commun i ty w i l d l i fe shou l d  be addressed i n  the Draft E I S .  

Humans are by far the most comp lex and thus rad i osens i t i ve members of the b i ot i c  commun i t y .  

S I S  operat i ons  wou l d  res u l t  i n  ext reme l y  l ow r i sks to t h e  human s pec i es as i nd i cated i n  t h e  response 

to comment 5 . 23 . 3  and t herefore in equa l or sma l ler  r i sks  to  b i ota and m i c roorgan i sms . A d i scuss i on 

of impact s to b i ota 'other than man has been i nc l uded i n  Sect ion  4 . 1 . 2 . 3  of the F i na l E I S .  

Leve l s  of exposure such a s  those f rom the proposed S I S  Project do not pose a prob lem for the 

w i l d l i fe at the s i t e .  Further , ongo i ng mon i to r i ng programs a t  the s i te  rout i ne ly i n c l ude the mon i tor

i ng of the fo l l ow i ng exposure pathways : atmospher i c  t ransport , so i l s ,  water . foodstuffs , and/or 

an ima l s .  

5 . 23 . 18 Comment : 

It was stated that t he Draft E I S needs to better address the impact on workers and the pub l i c 

due to S I S  operat i ons  and enhanced Idaho Chem i ca l  Process i ng P l ant ( ICPP ) operat ions . 

Operat i on of the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  not resu l t  i n  add i t i ona l rad i oact i ve re leases from 

ex i st i ng ICPP  fac i l i t i es ( i . e . , enhanced ICPP  operat i ons ) . See the response to comment 5 . 20 . 8 .  

5 . 23 . 1 9 Comment :  

I t  was stated t hat the F i na l E I S  should  address the cumu lat i ve effects f rom ra i s i ng the back 

ground rad i at i on leve l . 

The Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  i n  Chapter 4 ( e . g . ,  Sect ion  4 . 1 . 2 . 3 for l ocat i ng the S I S  

Project a t  the I NEL ) i dent i fy the hea l th effects  i n  terms of cancer fata l i t i es  and genet i c  effects  

resu l t i ng from S I S  re l eases that wou l d  i ncrementa l ly ra i se background rad i at ion . The exposures 

p rojected for the norma l operat i on and postu lated acc i dents of S I S  are ext reme ly sma l l  and 

i n s i gn i f i cant when compared to app l i cab le  standards or background rad i at i on l eve l s . Sect i on 4 . 5  of 

the F i na l E I S  i dent i f i es the hea l t h  effects from 30  years of S I S  re l eases . 
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5 . 23 . 20 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that compa r i sons of popu l at i on doses to background ,  med i c a l  x-rays , etc . ,  

make good data , and that a bar graph be used to convey t h i s  i nformat i on . 

The i nc rement a l  hea l t h  effects ( fata l cancers and genet i c  effects ) and doses f rom S I S  

operat i on wou ld  b e  l ess  t han one-ha l f  o f  1 percent o f  those from ex i s t i ng I N EL  operat i ons . Because 

the offs i t e  exposures f rom the S I S  Project wou ld  const i tute much l ess  than 1 percent of exposures from 

an x-ray , watch d i a l s ,  or even a i rp lane t rave l and te l ev i s i on v i ew i n g ,  the S I S  exposures cannot be 

effec t i ve l y  d i sp l ayed on a bar graph . 

5 . 23 . 2 1 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the Draft E I S  adequate ly  covered the scenar i o s  of exposure dur i ng 

norma l operat i ons , acc i dents , and t ransportat i on cond i t i ons . I t  was a l so stated that rad iat i on 

i mpacts were covered up and are de l i berate ly  underest imated ; spec i f i ca l ly ,  fa l l out , foss i l  fue l 

burn i ng , and I N EL-generated rad i onuc l ides are c l ass i f i ed as natura l background rad iat i on on p .  3 - 2 1  of 

t he Draft E I S .  

Scena r i os that cou l d  conce i vab ly  resu l t  i n  measura b l e  exposures  were cons idered i n  t he dose 

assessment . The Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  do not cover up future rad i o l og i ca l  impacts of t he S I S  

Project ; where assumpt i ons  had to b e  made , conservat i ve assumpt i ons  were app l i ed to  overest imate t he 

poten t i a l  rad i o log i c a l  impacts .  A l so see t he responses to comments 5 . 23 . 1 3 and 5 . 2 0 . 6  regard i ng  

c l a r i f i cat i on of Tab l e  3-2  of the Draft E I S  and the  F i n a l  E I S ,  a nd  the m i s i nterpretat i on of data 

conta i ned in Tab l e  3-2 w i th that c a l cu lated on t he bas i s  of externa l rad iat i on surveys . 

5 . 23 . 2 2 Comment : 

I t  was stated that a part icu l a r l y  damag i ng aspect of the Draft E I S  was that i t  frequen t l y  

c i ted doses f o r  who le  body and t hyro i d ,  and p l uton i um does not produce a who le-body exposure . I t  was 

suggested that u s i ng doses to  t he l ungs wou ld  be better . 

The h i ghest organ dose as  a res u l t  o f  S I S  des i gn-bas i s  ana lys i s  of  acc i dents cons i de red i n  

the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  was t o  the thyro i d  a s  a res u l t  o f  i od i nes assoc i ated w i th the 

postu l ated c r i t i ca l i ty acc i dent . Doses to t he bone surface were the h i ghest organ dose f rom rout i ne  

re l eases and  the  severe acc i dent and  were appropr iate ly  i dent i f i ed throughout Chapter 4 of the Draft 

E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S .  The who l e-body doses and effect i ve dose equ i va l ents  are f requent ly  c i ted i n  

the E I S  because they prov i de a d i rect compa r i son w i th appropr i ate rad iat i on protec t i on and 

env i ronmenta l s tandards and g u i des . 

5 . 23 . 23 Comment : 

Rev i ewers observed t hat the rad i o l og i ca l  impact s  and offs i te hea l t h  r i sks  dur i ng norma l 

operat i on a re sma l l ,  and that the offs i te doses are l ess  t han t hose f rom natura l  sources . 
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The Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  ver i fy t hese observat i ons  through ana l yses of impact from nor

ma l operat i ons as  we l l  as  from the ana l yses of pos t u l ated severe acc i dents . 

5 . 23 . 24 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the  hea l t h  effects were understated i n  the Draft E I S  and a l so that the 

max i mum dose l im i t  for a worker is stated in the  Draft E I S  as 5 , 000 rem , whereas it shou l d  have been 

500  rem . 

Rad i o l og i ca l  assessments  were performed us i ng computer codes that have been accepted and 

approved by var i ou s  Federa l agenc i e s . Hea l t h  effects were ca l c u l ated u s i ng the w i d e l y  accepted met hod

o l ogy recommended i n  the BE I R  I I I  report . Where data were unava i lab l e ,  conservat i ve defau l t  va l ues 

were used . The mode l (A I RDOS-EPA ) used to perform rout i ne atmospher i c  re l ease dose ca l cu l at i ons has 

been adopted by the E PA as a bas i s  for asses s i ng comp l i ance w i th the N E SHAP . 

The Draft E I S  and the  F i na l E I S  c i te  DOE Order 5480 . 1 B ,  Chapter 1 1 ,  wh i c h  sets  the 

occupat i ona l s tandard of 5 rem , or 5 , 000 m i 1 1 i rem to the who le  body . The S I S  des i gn c r i te r i on i s  

based on 1 rem ( 1 , 000  m i 1 1 i rem ) per yea r .  

5 . 23 . 25 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the Draft E I S  d i d  not adequate ly  address t he cumu lat i ve effect of rad i o 

nuc l i des on an ima l s ,  b i rds , a n d  f i sh around t he I N EL and o n  t he peop l e  who consume t h o s e  an ima l s .  I t  

was requested that a program be deve loped to mon i tor  t hese effects .  

The norma l and cumu lat i ve re lease from the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  be so sma l l that mon i to r i ng of 

domest i c  and w i l d  a n i ma l s  for rad i onuc 1 i des or i g i nat i ng from t he S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  not p rov ide any 

meas urab l e  res u l ts . However ,  meat from w i l d an ima l s  as we l l  as catt l e  and sheep graz i ng  on the I N EL 

i s  p resent l y  samp l ed by t he rout i ne  env i ronment a l  mon i to r i ng program . Last yea r ' s  report was DOE/ I D  

1 2082 ( 87 ) .  The rad i o l og i c a l  assessments  presented i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  assume a 

max imum d i etary i n take of contam i nated food and m i l k .  A l so see t he response to comment 5 . 6 . 7 .  

5 . 23 . 26 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated t hat the Draft E I S  needed to address rad iat ion  impacts ( a l l  pathways ) on the 

env i ronment and w i l d l i fe ,  ons i te and offs i t e .  Spec i f i c a l l y ,  the effects o f  accumu lat i on of 

rad i oact i ve/tox i c  i od i ne ,  p l uton i um ,  ces i um ,  and s tront i um ,  both ons i te and offs i te ,  shou l d  have been 

addressed . 

The ca lcu lated doses that wou l d  be rece i ved by the offs i te popu lat i on  from S I S  operat ion  take 

i nto  account a l l  s i gn i f i cant pathways . The ma jor port ion  of env i ronmenta l doses rece i ved from 

exposure to p l uton i um i s  through the i nha lat i on pathway.  A l l doses p resented are 50-year comm i tted 

dose equ i va l ents , wh i ch take into account the accumu lated dose from i n ha lat i on and i ngest i on from 1 
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year of re l ease . A l so see the response to comment 5 . 23 . 3  regard i ng  r i sks to man from cumu l at i ve 

re l eases and the response to comment 5 . 23 . 1 7 regard i n g  impacts to w i l d l i fe .  

5 . 23 . 2 7 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the s pec i f i c Draft E I S  source for i sotop i c  d i str i but i on i n  Tab l e  2-4 ( p .  

2-41 ) was not desc r i bed . However , reasona b l e  var iat ion  i n  compos i t i on wou l d  not have a major  effect 

on dose project i ons  under norma l operat i ng cond i t i ons  or  emergenc i es .  

The spec i f i c  source data for the i sotop i c  d i st r i but i on  are c lass i f i ed ;  however , the va l ues 

chosen overest imate the rad i o l og i ca l  consequences .  Sma l l  var iat i ons  i n  compo s i t i on  wou l d  not have a 

major effect on dose project i on s .  S i nce the re l eases are s o  l ow ,  even a moderate var i a t i on i n  

compos i t i on cou l d  not i nc rease the resu l t i ng doses b y  more than a sma l l  fract i on . 

5 . 23 . 28 Comment :  

I t  was noted that the Draft E I S  underest imated the quant i ty of i nha l ab l e  ( l ess  t han 1 0  

m i crons ) p l uton i um powder ( c i ted by a DOE study ) t hat may be i n vo l ved i n  connect i on w i t h  a 

t ransportat i on acc i dent . 

Aeroso l and res p i rab l e  aeroso l fract i on va l ues of p l uton i um for d i spers i b i l i ty category 5 

( l oose , sma l l  powder ) are used for feed and by-product , and va l ues  for d i spers i b i l i ty category 3 ( s i n

tered ,  l oose chunks ) are used  for  product ( NRC , 1977b ) . These categor i e s  determ i ne t he amounts of 

mater i a l  that may be d i spersed and eventua l ly i n ha l ed in each sever i ty category in wh i c h  a pos t u lated 

re l ease may occur . The fract i on of a i rborne mater i a l  that i s  l ess  than 1 0  m i cron s i n  s i ze (mean 

aerodynam i c  d i ameter ) and cou l d  enter the human res p i ratory system was conserva t i v e l y  set at 5 percent 

for product and by-product and 50 percent for feed . There are no recogn i zed stud i e s  that have sug

gested l a rger v a l ues for res p i rab l e  fract ion . There are a number of references that have p laced an 

upper l im i t  va lue  of no more than 0 . 1  percent of the tota l source that wou l d  be res p i rab l e  when a 

severe acc i dent i s  i nvo l ved . Therefore , the ana lyses reported i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  are 

be l i eved conservat i v e . 

5 . 23 . 29 Comment : 

I t  was stated that i n  Tab l e  3-2  on p .  3 -2 1  of the Draft E I S ,  the co l umn headed "Dose to 

Average I n d i v i dua l ( MREM/YR ) "  shou l d  have i n d i cated a tota l background rad i at i on of approx imate ly  300 

mrem/yr . ( See Tab l e  2 . 4  on p .  1 5  of NCRP Report 93 . ) A l s o ,  effect i ve dose equ i va l ent  shou l d  have 

been used throughout ,  per current EPA ,  I nternat i ona l Comm i ss i on on Rad i o l o g i c a l  P rotect i on ( ICRP ) , and 

Nat i ona l Counc i l  on Rad i o l og i ca l  Protect i on ( NCRP ) req u i rements and recommendat i on s .  

The h i gher background rad i at i on dose va l ue i s  att r i buted to t he i n c l us i on of a dose from the 

i nha l at i on  of radon . Howeve r ,  s i nce c a l c u l at i ons  of doses assoc i ated w i t h  radon i n ha lat i on are st i l l  

open to quest i ons  of accuracy , the background rad i at i on l eve l s  p resented i n  the F i na l E I S  are the same 

as those i n  the D raft E I S .  
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Concern i ng dose term i no l ogy,  who l e-body and organ dose equ i va lents  are used i n  the F i na l  E I S  

a l ong  w i th the effect i ve dose equ i va lent , s i nce these d i fferent terms are a l l  i n  use today , per EPA , 

I CRP , and NCRP . 

5 . 23 . 30 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  was def i c i ent for not g i v i ng rad i at i on max imum a l l owance 

tab les . 

The standards for atmosphe r i c  em i ss i ons of rad i oact i v i ty are found at 40 CFR 6 1 , Subpart H ,  

wh ich  i s  i dent i f i ed i n  Sect i on 4 . 5 . 1  o f  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  a s  a who l e-body and c r i t i c a l  

organ dose o f  2 5  a n d  75  m i l l i rem per year , respect i ve l y ,  to  a member o f  the pub l i c .  
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5 . 24 SAFETY 

5 . 24 . 1  Comment :  

I t  was stated that the Draft Env i ronment a l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) g l ossed over extreme 

hazards . 

The Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  ana lyzed d i screte hypothet i c a l acc i dent scena r i o s  i nc l ud i ng 

an extreme ly  l ow-probab i l i ty  severe acc i dent ana lys i s ,  i . e . , beyond des ign bas i s .  Sect i ons  4 . 1 . 3  and 

4 . 1 . 4 of t he Draft E I S  and F i na l E I S  addressed the potent i a l  hazards to the pub l i c  and workers , 

respect i ve ly ,  i n  l i ght of these acc i dent scenar i os .  See Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 for add i t i ona l i n format i on on 

acc i dent ana lys i s .  

5 . 24 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) process  has obv i ous safety 

imp l i cat i ons  because of the l a rge heat source ( copper vapor l asers ) i n  c l ose prox i m i ty to l a rge 

quant i t i es of  vapor i zed f l ammab l e  p l uton i um and ethano l .  

The add i t i on of the sma l l  quant i ty of heat from the process l aser to t he heat a l ready present 

in the vapor i zed p l uton i um (wh i ch  occurs in a vacuum ) does not const i tute a hazard . The l asers and 

the p l uton i um process i ng fac i l i t i e s  are separated by f i re barr i ers . The consequences of an acc i dent 

for a f i re i n  a s i n g l e  area are d i scussed in Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1 of the F i na l E I S .  

5 . 24 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that t he S I S  process i s  hazardous because vapor i zed p l uton i um i s  i n  c lose 

prox i m i ty to h i gh ly  f l ammab l e  hydrogen gas used in  the hydr i d i ng/dehydr i d i ng process ,  w i t h the 

resu l t ant  poss i b i l i ty of an exp los i on .  

The S I S  Project i s  des i gned w i t h  eng i neered safety features ( e . g . , opera t i ons  a r e  conducted 

in an i nert atmosphere , are mon i tored to detect accumu lat i on of  hydrogen , and the equ i pment used does 

not generate i gn i t i on sources ) to  prevent a hydrogen exp l os i on .  The fac i l i ty i s  des i gned to w i thstand 

such an event w i t h  no adverse effects to  the env i ronment and to m i n im i ze impact on the operat i ng 

staff . The hyd r i d i ng/dehydr i d i ng process safety aspects are be i ng demonstrated i n  the Eng i neer i ng 

Demonstrat i on System ( EDS ) at Lawrence L i vermore Nat i ona l Laboratory ( LLNL ) . 

The Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  address an uncontro l l ed chem i c a l  react i on a s  a pos t u l ated 

acc i dent . Th i s  hypothet i c a l acc i dent bounds , or  covers , the postu l at ed consequences of an  

uncont ro l l ed hydrogen exp l os i on .  The eva l uat i on of t h i s  acc i dent shows t hat the projected 

consequences for both Idaho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I NE L ) workers and anyone  at  the s i te  

boundary wou l d  be we l l  be l ow acceptab le  l eve l s .  

5 . 24 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  P roject i s  more dangerous than more mature nuc lear  power 

techno l ogy because the mater i a l  i s  hand l ed i n  l oose form ( powder ,  exposed meta l ,  and h i gh f l ux vapor ) 

w i th m i n ima l  conta i nment . 
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A l though the p l uton i um may be i n  a powder form at some stages i n  the proces s ,  i t  i s  not 

hand l ed in unconta i ned , l oose form . There are a m i n i mum of two conta i nment/conf i nement barr i ers 

between any p l uton i um hand l i ng operat i on i n  the S I S  PPB  and the uncontro l l ed env i ronment ( e . g . , 

p l uton i um feed i s  conta i ned i n  sea l ed cans , a l l  p l uton i um p rocess i ng operat i ons  are conducted i n  g l ove 

boxes ,  mater i a l  is stored in a des i gn-bas i s  acc i dent ( DBA ) -res i stant vau l t , a l l  l i q u i ds are doub l y  

conta i ned , and t h e  b u i l d ing  i s  DBA-res i stant ) . These conta i nment and conf i nement barr i ers are 

addressed throughout the F i n a l  E I S .  Un l i ke nuc l ear power techno l ogy , h i gh p res sures comb i ned w i t h  

h i gh temperatures a r e  n o t  i nvo l ved . 

5 . 24 . 5  Comment :  

Concern was expressed over the pyropho r i c  character i st i c s  of p l uton i um and the damage that 

cou l d  res u l t  from a f i re .  

The S I S  Project i s  des i gned for the safe hand l i ng of p l uton i um i n  any form where f i re cou l d  

occur . Operat i ons  are conducted i n  i nert atmospheres , t h e  fac i l i ty  i s  prov i ded w i t h  f i re protect i on 

and f i re protected h i gh-eff i c i ency part icu late a i r  ( HEPA ) f i l ters , and t he operat i ons  are mon i tored . 

The re l ease f ract i on of vapo r i zed p l uton i um i s  very sma l l ,  even i n  the event of a f i re .  The 

consequences of an acc i dent i nvo l v ing  a f i re in a s i ng l e  area is d i scussed in the Draft E I S  and the 

F i na l  E I S  i n  sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1 .  

5 . 24 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was expres sed that the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE )  needs to cons ider many v i ewpo i nt s  

on S I S  to  ensure that t h e  project i s  as  safe as  poss i b l e .  

The Draft E I S  has been d i st r i buted to many agenc ies  and i ndependent organ i zat i ons . A l a rge 

number of comment s , w i t h  var i ous v i ewpo i nt s ,  have been rece i ved and , where approp r iate , w i l l  be 

i ncorporated i nto the F i n a l  E I S  and the S I S  des ign . The Safety Ana lys i s  Report is be ing  rev i ewed by 

an i ndependent organ i zat i on w i t h i n  DOE . Further rev i ews w i l l  occur p r i or  to actua l p roduc t i on startup 

by an i nterna l ,  i ndependent read i ness  rev i ew team to ensure t hat no overs ights  ex i s t . I n  J u ly of 

1988 , a Senate-House comm i ttee approved the creat ion  of an i ndependent overs i ght  board for DOE weapon 

fac i l i t i es .  For more i nformat i on on t h i s  adv i sory board , refer to  the response to  comment 3 . 2 . 1 8 .  

5 . 24 . 7  Comment :  

Concern was expressed about the methods used for cont a i nment of p l uton i um i n  order to  prevent 

a re l ease . Others s tated that the procedures for conta i nment are impress ive  and t here is l i t t l e  

add i t i ona l threat to  the env i ronment o r  workforce . 

Conta i nment des ign  used i n  S I S  i s  the resu l t  of many years of experi ence i n  var i ous DOE and 

nuc l ear i ndustry app l i cat i ons . The safety- i n-depth ph i l osophy used in the S I S  des ign  req u i res that a 

number of fa i l ures of succeed i ng con f i nement barr i ers must occur before any re l ease i s  poss i b l e .  

Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  descr i bes acc i dents for wh i ch  the fac i l i ty  i s  des i gned t o  ensure that r e l eases t o  the 

env i ronment and exposures are m i n ima l . 

5 . 24-2 

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 24 . 8  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that there was no nuc l ear c r i t i c a l i ty safety eva l uat i on  presented i n  

the Draft E I S .  

C r i t i ca l i ty safety requ i rements are set forth i n  DOE Orders , wh i c h  must be met by a l l  

DOE-contractor ope rat ions . Each act i v i ty w i t h i n  t he S I S  fac i l i t i es , where a potent i a l  for  c r i t i c a l ity  

ex i sts , w i l l  be eva l uated for c r i t i ca l i ty safety and  presented in  a Safety Ana lys i s  Report . Each 

c r i t i c a l i ty c a l c u l at i on is  i ndependent ly ver i f i ed .  I t  was assumed i n  the Draft E I S  i n  S ect ion  4 . 1 . 3 . 1  

that a c r i t i ca l i ty acc i dent occurred and i ts consequences to the genera l p ub l i c  were presented . 

Add i t i ona l i n format i on on c r i t i c a l i ty contro l s  i s  g i ven i n  Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 1  of the F i na l E I S . 

5 . 24 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was noted that there are three separate exhaust systems wh i ch  wou l d  have to go down ( fa i l ) 

p r i or to re l ea s i ng unt reated a i r  to the atmosphere . 

Three exhaust system fa i l ures wou l d  have to occur for s i gn i f i cant quant i t i es of  mate r i a l  to 

be re l eased from the S I S .  I n  add i t ion  to the fa i l ure o f  the exhaust systems , there are a number of 

phys i c a l  conta i nment barr i ers that wou l d  requ i re penetrat ion  if the fa i l ures d i d  occur . The systems 

are further enhanced by the f i na l exhaust f i l trat i on systems b e i ng des i gned to w i thstand DBA cr i ter i a . 

5 . 24 . 1 0 Comment : 

It was noted that c h l or i de and f l uor i de processes i n  S I S  w i l l  not perform i n  textbook 

fash i on .  

Both c h l o r i de and f l uo r i de processes are we l l  estab l i shed i n  t h e  chem i ca l a n d  nuc l ea r  i ndus

t r i es . The S I S  P roject w i l l  be us i ng proven techn i ques ga i ned from i ndustry expe r i ence and each 

app l i cat i on w i l l  undergo a thorough safety eva l uat i on p r i or to operat i on . Add i t i ona l ly ,  the processes 

w i l l  be demonstrated in the S I S  test i ng fac i l i ty at  LLNL . 

5 . 24 . 1 1 Comment : 

Not i ng that overr i d i ng and bypass i ng  the safety systems res u l t s  i n  unsafe operat i ons i n  

i ndustry , rev i ewers quest i oned why t h i s  wou l d  not happen a t  the S I S  Fac i l i ty .  

A ph i l osophy of safety- i n-depth w i l l  b e  used for des i gn and operat i on  of t h e  S I S  P roject . 

Th i s  ph i l osophy requ i res eng i neered safety features supp l emented w i th adm i n i strat i ve contro l s . The 

operat i on  w i l l  be  f requent ly  aud i ted by personne l i ndependent of the operat i ons . Aud i t s  w i l l  cover 

a l l  aspects , i nc l ud i ng procedura l comp l i ance . The Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  in Sect ions  4 . 1 . 3 . 1  and 

4 . 1 . 3 . 2  ana lyzed severa l acc i dents hav ing  the h i ghest potent i a l  for consequences . each of wh i c h  

assumed t h e  bypass i ng  or  fa i l ure of safety systems . 
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5 . 24 . 1 2 � : 

I t  was suggested that i f  the S I S  P roject i s  bu i l t ,  an act i ve pub l i c awareness program on 

safety measures shou l d  be i nst i tuted . 

The I NE L  has an act i ve tour program that encou rages c i v i c  organ i zat i ons t o  v i s i t DOE 

fac i l i t i es i n  order to  i ncrease pub l i c  awareness .  Add i t iona l ly ,  an act i ve pub l i c out reach effort 

i n c l udes speaker bureaus capa b l e  of  address i ng  the bas i c  concepts of rad i at i on  and safety . The I daho 

Operat i ons  Off i ce of DOE engaged in a substant i a l  out reach effort to  prov i de i nformat ion  on the S I S  

P roject t o  t h e  pub l i c (w i t h  over 1 00 overv i ew presen tat i ons ) . DOE made every effort t o  respond 

p romp t l y  to a l l  i nformat i ona l i nqu i r i es on the S I S  P roject pursuant to  the sp i r i t  and i ntent of t he 

Nat i ona l Env i ronmenta l P o l i cy Act ( NEPA l process . These pub l i c awareness efforts concern i ng proposed 

projects and ongo i ng  operat i ons at I N EL  w i l l  cont i nue in the future . 

5 . 2 4 . 1 3 Comment : 

Concern was expressed t hat the Draft E I S  d i d  not i nc l ude prudent safety p rocedures , but 

re l i ed on past methods wh i c h  were c l ear ly  i neffect i ve .  I t  was stated t hat DOE must deve l op storage 

and safety procedures that w i l l  work w i thout except i on . 

The des i gn and procedures that wou l d  be used are the resu l t  o f  many years o f  expe r i ence ; 

i neffect i ve procedures or past methods wh i c h  do not f u l f i l l  current requ i rements w i l l  not be used . 

Storage and safety features have evo l ved based on exper i ence . Wh i l e no guarantee cou ld  be prov i ded 

that everyth i ng w i l l  work "w i t hout except i on , "  every effort is be i ng  extended to ensure that the 

except i on wou l d  resu l t  on ly in acceptab le  l eve l s  of consequence . 

5 . 24 . 1 4 Comment :  

Concern was expressed about the accuracy o f  r i sk assessments , and i t  was spec i f i ca l ly stated 

that probab i l i s t i c  r i sk assessments and other pred ict i ons  by experts have been " b l own out of the water 

by the man-made , man-mach i ne i nterface . "  

R i sk assessment i s  a stat i s t i ca l  eva l uat i on that cons i ders the man-mach i ne i nterface i n  

as s i gn i ng  a r i sk factor .  The S I S  P roject and  a l l  D O E  act i v i t i es m i t i gate the  acc i de�t probab i l i ty by 

extens i ve use of human factors eng i neer i ng dur i ng des i g n ,  personne l tra i n i ng , and mandatory comp l i ance 

w i t h  operat i ng procedures . R i sk i s  further reduced by the DOE reou i rement for redundant safety 

systems w i t h  m i n i ma l  dependence on adm i n i strat i ve contro l s  when eng i neered features are pract i cab l e .  

5 . 24 . 1 5  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the I NEL  has an exce l l ent safety record , and that t he safety of the S I S  

Project w i l l  be enhanced w i th mon i to r i ng by the EPA and a n  i ndependent safety overs i ght board . 

5 . 24-4  
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The DOE acknow l edges t hat t he I N EL  has an exce l l ent safety record and agrees that t he safety 

of S I S  w i l l  be enhanced w i t h  mon i tor i ng by EPA , t he state , and i ndependent safety overs i ght groups . 

See the response to comment 5 . 1 9 . 6 .  

5 . 24 . 1 6 Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat operat i ona l and t ransportat i on safety pro b l ems were not proper ly  addressed 

in the Draft E I S ,  wh i ch fa i l s to  support t he conc l us i on t hat ex i st i ng and future safety measures 

protect t he env i ronment . 

The Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S  i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 assess postu lated acc i dents that have the 

h i g hest reasonab ly  foreseeab le  potent i a l  consequences , i nc l ud i ng severe fac i l i ty ( beyond des i gn-bas i s )  

and t ransportat i on acc i dents  that have est imated probab i l i t i es of occurrence of l ess  t han once i n  1 0  

m i l l i on years . The r i sks  ( i . e . , consequences mu l t i p l i ed by t he probab i l i ty of occurrence ) are 

ext reme ly  l ow .  I t  i s  not the pu rpose of an E I S  t o  assess t he adequacy o f  safety measures (wh i ch i s  

accomp l i shed through the safety ana lys i s  process ) , but rather t o  prov i de t he dec i s i on -maker w i th 

env i ronment a l  impact ana lyses and data to make an i nformed dec i s i on for N E PA purposes . 

5 . 24 . 1 7 Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat an S I S  demonst rat i on fac i l i ty ( i . e . ,  t he one at LLNL ) shou l d  be comp leted 

and tested p r i or to  construct i ng the fu l l -sca le  vers i on .  I t  was stated t hat t h i s  wou l d  prov i de i nput 

for better eva l uat i on of the techno l ogy , necessary safety features , and env i ronmenta l impacts .  

The Atom i c  Vapor Laser I sotope Separat i on (AVL I S ) process represents a new techn o l ogy and has 

been exper i ment a l ly  supported at each step of deve lopment . Tests to be comp l eted before fac i l i ty 

const ruct i on (w i t h  t he except i on of s i te preparat ion ) wou l d  i nc l ude i nteg rated demonst rat i on s  of t he 

p l ant -sca l e  separator l i n e ,  l aser system, and p l uton i um support processe s .  Safety and env i ronment a l  

eva l uat i on s  have been performed o n  t h e  fac i l i ty  des i gn ,  a n d  no new waste proces s i ng techno l og i es are 

i nvo l ved . S I S  P l ant  Performance Ver i f i cat i on ( P PV ) tests u s i ng eng i neered prototype , p l ant-sca le  

equ i pment are a DOE  prerequ i s i te for  procurement and  construct i on of the product i on fac i l i ty .  The 

demonst rat i ons wou l d  prov i de further assurance of  the safe and effect i ve operat ion  of t he fac i l i ty .  

5 . 24 . 18 Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat the S I S  P roject uses expen s i ve ,  r i sky , untested , and unproven techn o l ogy 

wh i ch l im i ted t he accuracy of r i sk assessment s  presented i n  the Draft E I S ,  and that DOE ' s  

unw i l l i ngness t o  ta l k  about hea l t h  and safety records i nd i cates potent i a l  p rob l ems . I t  was a l so noted 

that AVL I S  p l uton i um techno l ogy i s  not as we l l  demonstrated as t hat for uran i um ,  and that g o i n g  from 

lab research to  i ndust r i a l  product i on ( t imed concurrent depl oyment ) i s  unwarranted and potent i a l ly 

unsafe and shows l ack of DOE cred i b le management . 
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The AVL I S  techn o l ogy represents a new techn o l ogy and has been exper imenta l ly demonst rated to 

ver i fy the ana lyt i c a l  des ign  mode l s  at each step . The test i ng  p rogram has been very thorough and w i l l  

c u l m i nate i n  a f i n a l  demonstrat i on of the i ntegrated p l ant-sca l e  system , wh ich  must be successfu l ly 

comp l eted p r i or to DOE approva l to const ruct the product i on fac i l i t y .  The demonst rat ions  w i l l  further 

reduce the r i sk of  p roceed i ng  w i th  the p lant . Many of the other S I S  subsystems ( e . g . , pyrochem i ca l ,  

aqueous p rocess , waste hand l i ng ,  i nstrumentat i on , and p l uton i um process i ng  fac i l i ty des ign ) are proven 

techno l og ies  used in the DOE Defense P rograms comp l ex .  

DOE i s  n ot  unw i l l i ng to d i scuss hea lth  effects  a nd  safety records . DOE act i ve ly part i c i pates 

i n  and funds stud i es regard i ng potent i a l  hea lth  effects  and uses i nternat i ona l ly and nat iona l ly 

recogn i zed experts and methods to c a l cu late  and assess potent i a l  hea l t h  effects . DOE a l so appo i nts 

i ndependent pane l s  and nat i ona l ly recogn i zed experts to rev i ew and eva l uate the safety of i t s  

fac i l i t i es .  A l so see the response to comment 3 . 2 . 18 .  

The f i n a l  des i gn of a fac i l i ty based on a new techno logy deve l ops out o f  the safety ana lyses 

of a p re l i m i nary des i g n .  Acc i dents are post u l ated for the fac i l i ty and des i gn mod i f i ca t i ons  are made 

unt i l  t he consequences from post u l ated acc i dents are acceptab l e .  Those features important t o  safety 

are then i dent i f i ed and become part of des ign  for the fac i l i t y .  N o t  a l l  va l ues used i n  ana lyses can 

be p rec i se l y  quant i f i ed unt i l  the f i na l des ign  is comp l ete ; however ,  bound i ng va l ues can be used to  

determ i ne the  upper bound of potent i a l  consequences . The acc i dents descr i bed i n  the F i n a l  E I S  have 

consequences wh i ch are more conservat i ve ( h i gher consequences ) than other safety eva l uat i ons  for the 

acc i dents cons i dered . A l so see the response to comment 5 . 28 . 5  regard i ng  the use of AVL I S  for uran i um 

enr i chment . 

5 . 24 . 1 9 Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat some S I S  chem i ca l  processes ( not spec i f i ca l ly i dent i f i ed ) are not genera l ly 

accepted for p roduct i on p roces s i ng . Concerns were expressed that the phys i ca l  processes ( not 

spec i f i ca l ly i dent i f i ed ) are un i que and spec i a l ly deve l oped for the S I S  P roject . 

A l l of the p l uton i um chem i ca l  p rocesses that wou l d  be used by the S I S  P roject are s im i l a r  to 

those used e i ther in the defense program ' s  comp l ex or  i n  other nuc l ear  app l i cat i ons , i nc l ud i ng the 

ch l o r i de and f l uor i de chem i c a l  react i ons . I ntegrat ion  of these p roces ses , wh i ch may be the i ntended 

mean ing  of "genera l ly accepted for p roduct i on , "  w i l l  occur as pa rt of the ongo i ng demon strat ion  

p rogram . Many of the phys i ca l  processes , s im i l a r  to the chem i ca l  processes , have  a l so been used  in  

i ndustry and  other  nuc l ear  app l i cat ions . The phys i ca l  process wh i ch may be con s i dered the most un i que 

is the AVL I S  techn i que . The AVL I S  techno logy has been carefu l ly rev i ewed w i t h  respect to other 

i sotop i c  separat i on techno l ogy ( Sect i on 1 . 1 . 4 of  the Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S ) and w i l l  a l so be 

demonstrated as part of the ongo ing  demonstrat i on program p r i o r  to const ruct i on of the S I S  P roject . 

5 . 24 . 20 Commen t :  

I t  was stated that projects l i ke the S I S  P ro ject have we l l -documented safety prob l ems 
( unspec i f i ed ) and nat i onw ide  negat i ve pub l i c i ty . I t  was a l so stated that I daho may become a " l ocat i on 

of l ast resort" for the 5 1 5  P roject . 

5 . 24-6  
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The safety pro b l ems that have occurred at DOE fac i l i t i e s  are be i ng  rev i ewed and i n vest i gated 

to determ i ne appropr i ate courses of act ion . Where safety pro b l ems have a r i sen that cou l d  potent i a l ly 

affect the hea l t h  and safety of peop l e ,  DOE has suspended or curta i l ed the operat ion  of the fac i l i t i es 

i n vo l ved . A l s o  see the response to comment 5 . 28 . 2 .  Many of the safety prob l ems that have ar i sen are 

att r i butab l e  t o  the age of the fac i l i t i es ,  most of wh i ch were const ructed in the ear ly 1 9 50s . To the 

extent that the unspec i f i ed safety prob l ems are attr i butab l e  to  o lder DOE fac i l i t i es and to pract ices 

wh i ch are no  l onger in use , these safety pro b l ems wou l d  not be d i rect l y  app l i cab l e  t o  the S I S  P roject . 

The dec i s i on as to whether to construct and operate t he S I S  Project , and i t s  l ocat i on i f  i t  

i s  t o  b e  constructed and operated , w i l l  be conta i ned i n  a pub l i c l y  ava i lab le  Record o f  Dec i s i on .  The 

Record of Dec i s i on w i l l  state the rat i on a l e  beh i nd the s e l ec t i on of a s i te  and if t he S I S  Project i s  

t o  be constructed and operated . 

5 . 24 . 2 1 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project can be bu i l t and operated safe l y ,  re l ease of contam i nat i on 

prevented , and r i sk s  m i n im i zed .  Furthermore , the S I S  Project wou l d  represent on ly  a sma l l i nc rease i n  

the amount and burden o f  nuc l ear  mater i a l  han d l ed a t  the I N EL . 

DOE-spec i f i ed des i gn c r i ter i a  estab l i s h  safety of t he pub l i c ,  s i te  personne l ,  and the 

env i ronment as  a p r i mary requ i rement for a l l  DOE fac i l i t i es .  Each phase of the des i gn i s  ana lyzed for 

safety imp l i cat i ons , and c hanges are made if safety cons i derat i on s  are not adequate . Safety ana lys i s  

i s  an ongo i ng part of the des i gn/construct i on/startup phases of a project . The safety ana lys i s  i s  

performed i n  accordance w i t h  DOE Orders . R i sks are i dent i f i ed and quant i f i ed ,  and correc t i ve act i ons  

i n c l uded to ensure safe ope rat i on . The S I S  P roject i s  des i gned accord i ng to a safety - i n -depth 

ph i l osophy wh i ch prov i des mu l t i p l e  l ayers of conta i nment and safety pract i ces between a rad i a t i on 

source and t he env i ronment . 

The i ncrease at I NEL  i n  nuc l ear  mater i a l s  assoc i ated w i t h  t he S I S  Project represents  a sma l l  

i ncrease over ex i st i ng  i nventor i e s .  

5 . 24 . 22 Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat the I NEL  can safe ly  construct and operate t he S I S  Project ; however , 

concerns were expressed that the DOE safety record i s  not good at other DOE s i tes , as ev i denced by 

contam i nat i on of t hose s i tes . Concerns were a l so expressed t hat , based on DOE ' s  past h i story,  the S I S  

Project cou l d  contam i nate I daho . 

DOE concurs that t he S I S  Project can be bu i l t and operated safe l y  at t he I NEL  w i t hout 

s i gn i f i cant adverse impacts to  env i ronment a l  qua l i ty  or to  t he hea l th  and safety of the pub l i c .  

Safety of t he pub l i c and of the I N EL  workers i s  a lways DOE ' s  p r i mary cons i derat i on . Safety 

aspects of the S I S  Project have been ana lyzed i n  accordance w i t h  accepted safety ana lys i s  c r i t er i a .  

Any area t hat appea red def i c i ent  dur i ng ana lys i s  was reappra i sed and mod i f icat i on s  made i f  s pec i f i c  

safety quest i ons ex i sted . Statements  that the env i ronment wou l d  be harmed by the  ex i stence of the S I S  

P roject are not cons i s tent w i th deta i l ed stud i e s  o f  the E I S .  
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The nuc l ear  i ndustry i s  subject to contro l s  that equa l or exceed the safety requ i rements of 

other i ndust r i es . DOE requ i res comp l i ance w i th a l l  app l i cab l e  state and Federa l s tandards as we l l  as  

add i t i ona l requ i rements i n  the form of DOE Orders wh ich  cover the hea lth  and safety of workers , the 

pub l i c ,  and the env i ronment . 

I n c i dences of contam i nat i on at DOE s i tes are genera l ly a res u l t  of ear ly  waste management 

pract i ces at  those s i tes . Those pract i ces were cons i dered adequate at that t ime for protect i on of the 

env i ronment and met ex i st i ng env i ronmenta l  regu lat i on s .  S i nce then , waste management pract i ces have 

changed . For more i nformat i on on improved waste management pract i ces , see the responses to comments 

i n  the 5 . 30 . 4 . X ser ies . 

5 . 24 . 23 Comment :  

The exc e l l ent  I NEL  safety record was noted , and support was expressed for the s i te and the 

S I S  Project i n  part i cu la r .  I t  was a l so stated , howeve r ,  that the S I S  Project cou l d  p l ace the I NEL  

safety record i n  jeopardy . 

DOE be l i eves that the fac i l i ty as desc r i bed i n  the F i n a l  E I S  presents  a m i n i ma l hazard to the 

pub l i c and the env i ronment . DOE has a l ways st i p u l ated that safety i s  the overr i d i ng cons iderat i on for 

the project and that it w i l l  not be comprom i sed for schedu les , econom i c s , or exped i ency . 

5 . 24 . 24 Comment : 

The good safety record at I NE L  was acknow l edged , but concerns were expressed that acc i dents 

at  I NEL  are st i l l  poss i b l e  because of human erro r .  

T he Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S  i n  Sect ion  4 . 1 . 3 assess postu lated acc i dents  hav i ng  the h i ghest 

reasonab l y  foreseeab le  poten t i a l  consequences , i n c l ud i ng severe fac i l i ty ( i . e . ,  beyond des i gn-bas i s ) 

and transportat i on acc i dents .  Human error i s  accounted for i n  the postu l at i on of these events ( i . e . , 

some e l ement of human error i s  requ i red e i ther to i n i t i ate the event , as i n  the case of a f i re ,  

cr i t i ca l i ty ,  o r  uncontro l l ed chem i c a l  react i on ,  o r  t o  obta i n  the pos t u l ated re l ease s ,  such a s  the 

fa i l ure of a l l  HEPA f i l ters for the severe acc i dent ) . The human error factor i s  m i t i gated by safety 

des i gn , ut i l i z i ng human factor eng i neer i n g ,  and deve lop i ng  and demand i ng comp l i ance w i t h  deta i l ed 

operat i ng  procedures dur i ng operat i on of the fac i l i ty .  

5 . 24 . 25 Comment : 

I t  was requested that DOE guarantee t he safety of the S I S  Project . I t  was a l so stated that 

DOE cou l d  not guarantee safety of t he S I S  Project . 

I t  i s  not poss i b l e  to pro v i de an abso l ute guarantee of safety . Howeve r ,  i t  i s  the object i ve 

of DOE and i t s operat i ng contractors to operate i t s  fac i l i t i es i n  a manner wh i c h  p rov i des  safety to 

the genera l pub l i c and the env i ronment t hrough t he approp r i ate des ign  and operat i ons . A l so see the 

response to  comment 5 . 24 . 1 6 .  

5 . 24-8 

Response:

Response:
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5 . 24 . 26 Comment : 

I t  was asked what guarantee there i s  that , i f  a l oca l i zed system ma l funct i on were to occur , 

the rema i n i ng systems wou l d  not a l so fa i l  ( e . g . , the exhaust f i l t rat i on systems ) . 

The f i l t rat i on systems are des i gned , constructed , and tested accord i ng  to the req u i rements of 

DOE Order 643 0 . 1A and the appropr i ate Amer i can Nuc l ear  Standards Inst i tute (ANS I ) standards . These 

documents spec i fy app l i cat i ons , i nsta l l at i on , qua l i ty assuranc e ,  and test i ng req u i rements . 

Add i t i ona l ly ,  the f i l t rat i on system b l owers w i l l  be powered by a standby e lect r i ca l  system , redundant 

to the dua l - l oop commerc i a l  power supp l y .  A number of s im i l a r  systems a r e  c urrent ly  operat i ng 

throughout the country . 

5 . 24 . 2 7  Comment : 

Concerns were expressed about the extreme tox i c i ty and hazards of p l uton i um re lat i ve to the 

S I S  P roject and the r i sks  assoc i ated w i th the hand l i ng of p l uton i um .  

P l uton i um i s  recogn i zed as an extreme ly  hazardous mater i a l , wh i ch accounts for the e l aborate 

and exten s i ve cont ro l s  requ i red by DOE . S t r i ngent contro l i s  exerc i sed by a contro l - i n-depth 

p h i losophy wh i ch requ i res numerous back-up systems emp l oy i ng both redundant eng i neered systems and 

str i ct p rocedura l comp l i ance . 

The hand l i ng  of p l uton i um ,  l i ke  many hazardous mater i a l s ,  requ i res that adequate attent i on be 

devoted to safety ana lys i s ,  fac i l i ty des i gn , and operat i ng  requ i rements . The DOE commun i ty has a 

great dea l of exper i ence hand l i ng  p l uton i um and other hazardous mater i a l s ,  and the know l edge der i ved 

f rom the sum of t h i s  expe r i ence is be i ng ut i l i zed by S I S  des i gn experts . See the response to comment 

5 . 24 . 28 .  

5 . 24 . 28 Comment :  

I t  was noted that p l uton i um i s  pyropho r i c  and therefore must be hand l ed i n  a vacuum , and that 

a p i ece the s i ze of a p i nhead can cause cancer i n  who l e  popu l at i ons . 

P l uton i um i s  techn i ca l ly pyrophor i c .  T h e  pyropho r i c  character o f  p l uton i um has been fu l ly 

con s i dered i n  the S I S  des i gn . P l uton i um i s  tox i c ;  however , the purpose of the e l aborate and redundant 

conta i nment and cont ro l mechan i sms i s  to prevent d i str i but i on of potent i a l l y  hazardous mater i a l s  to 

the popu lat i on . 

5 . 24 . 29 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the F i na l E I S  shou l d  conta i n  a d i scuss i on of the techn i c a l  prob l ems 

assoc i ated w i th hand l i ng  meta l l i c p l uton i um in the S I S  processes . 

T h e  hand l i ng  o f  meta l l i c p l uton i um i s  descr i bed i n  the Ame r i can Nuc l ear Soc i ety (ANS ) 

P l uton i um Handbook : A Gu i de to the O .  J .  W i ck ,  E d i t o r ,  and w i l l  be  contro l l ed in deta i l  

5 . 24-9 
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by operat i ng  req u i rements .  The operat i ng  exper ience ga i ned i n  the DOE p lants over the last three 

decades w i l l  be factored i nto  the S I S  des i gn . The F i na l  E I S  descr i bes the fac i l i t i es and equ i pment 

that w i l l  p rov i de the means of p rotect i ng the env i ronment when hand l i ng p l uton i um .  

5 . 24 . 30  Comment : 

Genera l comments were made regard i ng the safety of the S I S  Project and i t s  effect on the 

env i ronment ( e . g . , storage of nuc l ear  waste ) . 

DOE shares t h e  pub l i c ' s  concern for safety and w i l l  comp ly  w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  occupat i ona l 

and env i ronmenta l req u i rements . DOE has d i scussed S I S  operat i ona l em i ss i ons  i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 of the 

E I S .  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  assessed the impacts assoc i ated w i th these 

re leases . 

DOE has a l so d i scussed potent i a l  acc i dent em i s s i ons  and the impacts assoc i ated w i t h  these 

em i ss i ons in Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 of the E I S .  An i n -depth ana lys i s  of operat i ons  and potent i a l  acc idents 

w i l l  be  performed dur i n�' the preparat ion of bot h the pre l i m i nary and f i na l  safety ana lyses , wh i ch w i l l  

be rev i ewed by groups of i ndependent experts . T h i s  process  w i l l  document potent i a l  hazards and 

consequences and the methods , measures , or  contro l s  to be emp loyed to e l im i nate or  m i t i gate the 

hazards and consequences . The S I S  des i gn w i l l  m i n im i ze  safety prob l ems . 

5 . 24 . 3 1  Comment : 

Comments were made compar i ng nuc lear  techno l ogy w i t h  other hazards . Some rev i ewers stated 

the S I S  Project wou l d  be safe ; others d i sagreed . 

The nuc l ear  i ndustry i s  subject to spec i a l  contro l s  that equa l or exceed the safety 

requ i rements of other i ndust r i e s  in recogn i t i on or  the spec i a l  hazards assoc i ated w i t h  rad i oact i v i ty .  

DOE requ i res  comp l i ance w i th a l l  Federa l and state codes and standards as  we l l  as  add i t i ona l 

requ i rements i n  the form of DOE Orders spec i f i c  to safety such as 6430 . 1A and the 5480 ser i e s .  

W i t h i n  t h i s  E I S ,  postu l ated acc i dents have been d i scussed t o  prov i de the pub l i c and understand i ng of 

potent i a l  r i sks  and consequences .  As i nd i cated in the E I S ,  the consequences and r i sks  of the S I S  

Project are sma l l  ( e . g . , t he dose t o  an i n d i v i dua l a t  the I NEL  s i te boundary o f  0 . 28 rem from the 

postu l ated severe acc ident ) . 

5 . 24 . 32 Comment :  

I t  was noted that the S I S  Project w i l l  be safe because i t  emp l oys the best dose-reduct i on 

techn i ques . 

DOE requ i res  t he use of state-of-the-art techn i ques i n  des ign  and further requ i res a l l  

operat i ons  be conducted i n  accordance w i t h  the a s  l ow a s  reasonab ly  ach i evab le  ( ALARA ) ph i l osophy . 

5 . 24- 10  
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5 . 24 . 33 Comment : 

I t  was stated that product i on has been overemphas i zed at the I daho Chem i ca l  Process i ng  P l ant 
( ICPP ) , thus res u l t i ng in a weaken i ng  of safety . Therefore , statements that the S I S  P ro ject wou l d  be 

safe are doubted . 

DOE has a lways s t i pu l ated that safety i s  the overr i d i ng  cons i derat i on and w i l l  not be 

comprom i sed for sched u l e s , econom i c s , or exped i ency . The nuc l ear i ndustry,  i nc l ud i ng the S I S  Project , 

i s  subject to contro l s  that equa l or exceed the safety req u i rements of other i ndustr i e s . DOE requ i res  

comp l i ance w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  state and  Federa l standards as we l l  as add i t i ona l requ i rements i n  the 

form of DOE Orders wh i ch cover hea l t h  and safety of the env i ronment , i nc l ud i ng workers and the 

pUb l i c .  For examp l e ,  the DOE orders govern i ng i ndust r i a l  safety are comparab l e  in protect i on to 

Occupat i ona l Safety and Hea l t h  Adm i n i strat i on ( OSHA) requ i rements . A s t r i ngent qua l i ty  assurance 

program w i l l  be used to ensure comp l i ance w i th these safety requ i rements . 

5 . 24 . 34 Comment : 

Concern was expressed that there wou l d  be l a rge quan t i t i es of p l uton i um i n  p rox i m i ty to l arge 

quant i t i e s  of ethano l in the S I S  Fac i l i t y .  

The p l uton i um and ethano l  that wou l d  be used i n  the S I S  Project are not i n  c l ose prox im i ty ,  

b ut  are  l ocated i n  d i fferent bu i l d i ngs . The Laser S upport B u i l d i ng  (wh ich  conta i n s  some ethan o l  i n  

the  dye lasers ) i s  separated from the  P l uton i um Process i ng B u i l d i ng ( wh i c h  conta i n s  the  p l uton i um ) by 

a 4-hour rated f i re wa l l ,  and the dye pump bu i l d i ng i s  separated f rom both by d i stance . A f i re i n  the 

P l uton i um Proces s i ng Bu i l d i ng is ana lyzed in the E I S  ( Sect ion  4 . 1 . 3 . 1 ) and consequences are 

presented . For  add i t i ona l i nformat i on on the impact of an exp los i on externa l to the P l uton i um 

Process i ng B u i l d i ng ,  see the response to comment 5 . 1 . 3 4 .  

5 . 24- 1 1  
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5 . 25 S ECUR ITY  

5 . 25 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) d i d  not address  the prob l em 

of secur i ty or g i ve assurance that safeguards and secur i ty measures at the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on 

( S I S ) P ro ject are based on up-to-date assessments of i n s i der/outs i der threats . 

The bas i s  for eva l uat i on of the safeguards and secur i ty of a l l  DOE fac i l i t i es i s  the Threat 

Gu i dance i s sued by DOE Headquarters . Th i s  gu i danc e ,  for the most part , i s  a c l ass i f i ed document . I t  

does cons i der  a w i de range of postu l ated threats to a l l fac i l i t i es from overt ( outs i der ) and covert 
( i n s i der ) sources . A rev i sed gu i dance can be i s sued to  ref l ect changes in the threat env i ronment .  

S I S  Fac i l i ty safeguards and secur i ty systems w i l l  be des i gned t o  meet a l l  current orders and gu i dance 

documents . 

DOE has for many years requ i red operat i on a l  procedures that protect government property f rom 

theft or subvers ion  by i n s i ders . Methods such as personne l c learances , and adm i n i strat i ve  and 

phys i ca l  mate r i a l  cont ro l s  are among those that w i l l  be used for the S I S  Fac i l i ty .  I n  add i t i on , 

techn i ques such as a strong human re lat i ons  p rogram , b i ometr ic personne l i dent i f i cat i on ,  and computer 

enhanced mater i a l  contro l are used to further m i t i gate covert ( i n s i der ) threats . 

5 . 25 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  the p l acement of the S I S  Project at the I daho Nat i on a l  Eng i neer i ng Laboratory 

( I N EL ) and the res u l t i ng h i gher l eve l s  of secur i ty wou l d  jeopard ize  future I N EL  projects due to the 

h i ghe r secur i ty requ i red for the S I S  Project , (wh i c h  wou l d  thus reduce the c hances for obta i n i ng 

nondefense contracts ) . 

DOE po l i cy requ i res that fac i l i ty s i tes  at the I N EL  have secur ity p rotect i on l eve l s  cons i stent 

w i th i nd i v i du a l  m i s s i on s .  Because each m i s s ion  s i te i s  eva l uated separate l y ,  the l eve l s  o f  p rotect i on 

often d i ffer ,  even for adjacent projects at the I N EL . A h i gh-secur i ty project , such a s  the S I S  

P ro ject p l aced at the Idaho Chem i c a l  P rocess i ng P l ant ( ICPP ) , wou l d  not p rec l ude the future p l acement 

of a research-re l ated o r  nondefense p roject at the I NEL . 

5 . 25 . 3  Comment :  

I t  was noted that the I N EL  has a very h i gh l eve l of secu r i ty .  

The I NEL and the I CPP  have undergone severa l major  secur i ty-re l ated upgrades s i nce 1978 . The 

I CP P  secur i ty systems have been carefu l ly eva l uated to ensure comp l i ance w i t h  DOE Orders and 

Gu i de l i nes . The S I S  Fac i l i ty w i l l  i nc l ude secur i ty systems that are compat i b l e  w i t h ,  and enhance as  

necessary , the ex i st i ng I NEL/ I CPP  protect i on systems . 

5 . 25-1  
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5 . 2 5 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was s tated that DOE has been l ax i n  imp l ement i ng safeguards and sec u r i ty measures , as  

demonstrated by  prob l ems at the Savannah R i ve r ,  Pantex , and  Los A l amos fac i l i t i e s . 

DOE Orders requ i re that a l l  fac i l i t i es that process , store , and ut i l i ze spec i a l  nuc l ear  

mater i a l  ( SNM ) must  prov i de adequate safeguards and  secu r i ty measures . The safeguards and secur i ty 

measures  at DOE fac i l i t i e s  are tested , i n c l ud i ng mock d r i l l  and adversar i es i ntrus i on to ensure t he i r  

adequacy . Resu l t s  of these tests  are used a s  a bas i s  for upgra d i ng measures when tests  and 

eva l uat i ons i n d i cate spec i f i c  def i c i enc i es . 

5 . 25 . 5  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the Draft E I S  d i d  not adequat e l y  address the t hreats of sabotage 

and terror i sm .  

DOE Orders requ i re that a l l  fac i l i t i e s  t hat p rocess and store nuc l ear  mater i a l  must i n c l ude 

features that w i l l  p rov i de a h i gh leve l of protect i on aga i n s t  overt ( out s i der ) and c overt ( i n s i der ) 

attack . DOE p rotec t i ve systems are tested aga inst  t ra i ned mock adversar i es to ens ure t hat the 

fac i l i t i e s  meet a l l  DOE requ i rements .  The S I S  Fac i l i ty w i l l  be prov i ded w i t h  equ i va l ent  leve l s  of 

protect i on based on the Threat Gu i dance i ss ued by DOE Headquarters . The Threat G u i dance i s  a 

c l as s i f i ed document that addresses a l l  t hreat s  to DOE fac i l i t i es , i nc l ud i ng terro r i sm .  

The DOE A l buquerque Transportat i on Off i ce has t he respons i b i l i ty for a l l  Safe Secure Transport 

( SST ) transfers of nuc lear mater i a l  between DOE f i e l d  s i tes . They use deve l oped systems and met hods 

to  p rotect t he mater i a l  from t heft . 

5 . 25 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that comments have been rece i ved by DOE - I daho regard i ng  a l l egat i ons  of theft of 

prop r i etary data by I N EL  emp l oyees hav i ng  secur i ty c learances . 

These a l l egat i ons  were referred t o  t he DOE I nspec tor Genera l and to the Federa l Bureau of 

I nvest i gat i on ( FB I ) . The Idaho Operat i on s  Off ice  and t he I NEL a re not aware of any thefts of 

p ropr i etary data by I NE L  emp loyee s .  

5 . 25-2 
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5 . 26 FEED 

5 . 26 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the amount of fue l -grade feed mater i a l  ava i l a b l e  for Spec i a l  I sotope 
Separat i on ( S I S )  Project wou l d  l ast on ly  7-8 years , wh ich  makes the economics of the project 

quest i onab l e .  I t  was a l so stated that the Fast F l ux Text Fac i l i ty ( FFTF)  fuel  a t  Hanford cou l d  be 

used as a feed mater i a l  to extend the S I S  m i s s i on ,  but the resu l t i ng impacts were not addressed in the 
Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) . Others asked i f  the Br i t i sh p l uton i um stored at Hanford 

was be i ng  cons idered as feed mate r i a l  for the S I S  Project . 

The length of operat i on of the S I S  Project for product ion of weapon-grade p l uton i um wou l d  be 

dependent on ( 1 ) the ava i l ab i l i ty of DOE-owned feed mater ia l ,  and ( 2 ) the l evel  of operat i on ( i . e . , 

fract i on of fu l l  S I S  product i on capac i ty) . The l atter wou ld be determ i ned annua l ly commensurate w i th 

the approved requ i rements for nuc l ear defense mater i a l s . Current ly ,  the U . S .  Department of Energy 

( DO E )  has i dent i f i ed a quant i ty of feed mater i a l  that wou l d  resu lt  in severa l years (current ly  
est imated as 8-10 years i n  contrast to  the  6-8  years prev i ous ly  reported ) of S I S  opera t i on at fu l l  
throughput capac i ty .  Add i t iona l sources o f  DOE-owned feed mater i a l , wh ich  do not i nc l ude spent fuel  

from comme r i ca l  reactors prec l uded by l aw ,  may be  ava i lab l e  i n  the  future , depend ing  on other DOE 

product ion i n i t i at i ves and the l im i tat ions on ex i st i ng product i on fac i l i t ies . DOE does not cons ider 

the economics of the project to be quest ionab l e ,  based on the object i ves wh ich the S I S  P roject wou l d  

fu l f i l l .  

As stated i n  Sec t i on 1 . 1 . 2 of the Draft E I S ,  the recovered p l uton i um i n  the FFTF fuel  cou ld  

prov i de a s ign i f i cant source of feed mater i a l  for S IS  process i ng .  DOE i s  prepa r i ng an Env i ronment a l  

Assessment ( EA)  o n  the potent i a l  feas i b i l i ty and env i ronmenta l impacts o f  dec l add i ng the FFTF fuel  

w i th  a preferred l ocat i on for  the  process i ng at the  Hanford S i te i n  Was h i ngton . The potent i a l  impacts 

of transport i ng t h i s  feed mate r i a l  to the S I S  fac i l i ty are bounded by the transportat i on ana lyses 

presented in Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 3  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S .  Howeve r ,  a s  stated i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 2  

of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  there are other potent i a l  uses for the FFTF fue l ,  e . g . , b lend i n g ,  

and the u s e  o f  FFTF fue l a t  the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  wou ld  not b e  a prerequ i s i te i n  DOE ' s  dec i s i on t o  proceed 

w i th the S I S  Project . See the response to comment 2 . 13 . 1 1 for add i t i ona l d i scuss ion on FFTF fue l . 

DOE ' s  current po l i cy i s  not to use the Br i t i sh p l uton i um as a source of feed mater i a l  for the 

S I S  Project . 

5 . 26 . 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed concern or asked i f  DOE o r i g i na l ly p lanned or curren t l y  i ntends to process 

spent commerc i a l  fuel  in the S I S  Project and pO inted out that it was i l l ega l ,  wou l d  v i o l ate the 

Nonpro l i ferat ion Treaty, and was not covered i n  the Draft E I S .  Another rev i ewer a l so expressed 

concern that DOE mi ght take t i t l e  to commerc i a l  spent reactor fue l about 1998 which  cou ld be 

c lass i f i ed as "ex i s t i ng DOE fue l -grade p l uton i um" and used for a secondary m i s s i on of the S I S  

Project . I t  was a l so suggested that access i ng spent commerc i a l  fue l for d i rect use i n  weapons was a 

v i ab l e  a l ternat ive to the S I S  Project . 

Current l aw ( Hart-S impson-M i tche l l  Amendment)  proh i b its  DOE from recover ing p l uton i um 

or ig i nat i ng from spent commerc i a l  fue l to use i n  weapons .  DOE w i l l  comp ly  w i t h  the l aw and a s  i s  

stated i n  the Foreword o f  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  DOE has n o  i ntent ion o f  recover i ng 

p l uton i um from spent commerc i a l  fue l .  

5 . 26- 1 
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5 . 26 . 3  Corrment :  

I t  was noted t hat t he U n i ted States i s  c i rcumvent i n g  t he Non-Pro l i ferat ion  T reaty by us i n g  

p l uton i um f rom N-Reactor fue l . 

N -Reactor was autho r i zed and funded by Congress  to p roduce p l uton i um for weapons and to 

generate steam for sale  to a ut i l i ty for power generat ion . N -Reactor  has never been a corrmerc i a l  

reactor and therefore i s  not covered by the Non-Pro l i ferat i on  Treaty . I t s  pr imary m i ss i on was 

p l uton i um product i on , a l t hough t he by-p roduct steam was s o l d  for power generat i on to  offset costs  of 

operat ing  the reactor . A l so see t he responses to  corrments 3 . 5 . 1  and 3 . 5 . 2  regard i n g  t he 

Non-Pro l i ferat i on Treaty . 

5 . 2 6 . 4  Comment :  

I t  was noted that the FFTF fue l process i n g  schemes i nc l ud i n g  t he Nuc lear Regu l atory Comm i ss i on 

( NRC ) l i censed fac i l i ty shou l d  be i dent i f i ed and d i scussed i n  t he F i na l  E I S .  

DOE i s  current ly  prepa r i ng an Env i ronmenta l Assessment ( EA ) to eva l uate var i ous  opt i ons  to 

process  FFTF fue l .  The NRC- l i censed fac i l i ty t hat i s  be i n g  con s i dered for dec l add i n g  of FFTF fue l was 

Rockwe l l ' s Hot Ce l l  Comp l ex at Santa Susann a ,  CA , but t h i s  i s  not current ly  t he DOE p referred 

a l ternat ive . The p roposed act i on and a l ternat i ves  are be i n g  addressed i n  a separate N EPA act i on  

because dec i s i ons  on proces s i ng FFTF fue l are i ndependent of dec i s i ons  be i ng made for  t he S I S  

P roject . See t he response t o  corrments 5 . 26 . 1  regard ing  further i nformat i on  o n  FFTF fue l and 7 . 3 1  

regard i ng a l ternat i ves for dec l add ing  FFTF fue l .  

Comment : 

I t  was c l a i med that the p l uton i um processed i n  the S I S  Project depends on mater i a l s  from 

Hanford nuc lear fac i l i t ies  wh i c h  are shut down l arge ly due to  fa i l ure to cont ro l rad iat i on . 

The mate r i a l  p lanned to be processed i n  t he S I S  Project i s  ex i st i ng  reactor-grade p l uton i um ,  

and does not depend o n  a reactor operat i n g  or  not operat i n g  a t  Hanford . 

5 . 26 . 6  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the Draft E I S  does not address  the storage needs for S I S  feedstock . 

The S I S  P roject , as present ly des i gned , has suff i c i ent  feedstock storage to accorrmodate 

ant i c i pated sh i pments  to  the I NEL . I ncom i ng s h i pment s w i l l  be stored i n  t he S I S  p rocess  storage vau lt  

unt i l  p roces sed . 

5 . 2 6 . 7  Corrment :  

I t  was noted that the P rocess Fac i l i ty Mod i f i cat i on ( PFM ) at  Hanford was cance led ,  and i t  was 

asked what percentage of feedstock for t he S I S  Project i s  expected from PFM , and what the impact of 

t h i s  dec i s i on w i l l  be . 

5 . 26-2  

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



Although the PFM has been cance led , DOE i s  eva luat i ng the feas i b i l i ty of other fue l -dec l add i ng 

techn i ques for the FFTF fue l that i s  current ly loacted at the Hanford S i te . The Draft E I S  and the 

F i n a l  E I S  d i scusses the FFTF fue l as a poss i b le source of feedstock for the S I S  Project . The 

percentage of the tota l feedstock that cou ld  come from t h i s  source is c lass i f i ed .  The ava i lab i l i ty of 

t h i s  mater i a l  i s  not a prerequ i s ite  in DOE ' s  dec i s i on on whether to proceed w ith  the S I S  Project . See 

the response to comment 5 . 26 . 1  for further i nformat ion regard i ng FFTF fue l ut i l i zat i on and the 

response to comment 7 . 31 regard i ng a lternat i ves for dec ladd i ng the FFTF fue l . 

5 . 2 6-3 

Response:





5 . 27 SOCIOECONOM ICS  

5 . 27 . 1  DE I S  Presentat i on 

5 . 27 . 1 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers be l i eved that sect ions  of the Draft Env i ronmenta l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) dea l i ng 

w i th soc i oeconom i c  impacts were i nadequat e ,  i ncomp l et e ,  or "abso l ute ly  dep lorab l e" and needed to be 

redone ; it was suggested that loca l econom i st s  be used to ass i s t  in preparat i on of the F i na l  E I S . I t  

was stated that prosper i ty was imp l i ed but probab ly  wou l d  not occur . 

The d i scuss i on of soc i oeconom i c  impact has been expanded i n  F i na l  E I S  and an Append i x  B has 

been added wh i c h  descr i bes  demograph i c  econom i cs and tour i sm c haracter i s t i cs in the areas surround i ng 

each of the a l ternat ive  s i tes .  The emp loyment ana lys i s  has a l so been rev i sed us i ng the l atest 

projec t i on s  of workforce req u i rements for the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project . The 

assessment of soc i oeconom i c  impacts addressed in Chapter 4 of the F i na l E I S  i nd i cates that the S I S  

Project wou l d  not resu l t  i n  adverse soc i oeconom i c  impacts , but wou l d  probab ly  benef i t  t h e  s i te ' s  

reg i ona l economy . Stud i es performed by I daho State Un i vers i ty ( I SU ) were used i n  preparat i on of t he 

Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 2 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the Draft E I S  t reated the ent i re cost of construct i ng  the S I S  P roject 

as  b e i ng those costs  that were go i ng to  be s pent i n  t h i s  reg ion , when actua l l y on ly  a sma l l  port i on of 

the construc t i on funds wou l d  be s pent in I daho . 

N e i t her  the Draft E I S  nor the F i na l  E I S  i nc l udes est imated expend i tures on emp l oyees or 

mater i a l s  and equ i pment in order to  conservat i ve l y  est imate the l ower , or m i n imum , l eve l of econom i c  

benef i t s . 

5 . 27 . 1 . 3 Comment : 

I t  was stated that s imp l e  macroeconom i c  account i ng was not done i n  the Draft E I S . 

The sources of fund i n g  for a project and the impacts  on the Federa l budget and other pro

grams ( and therefore any macroeconom i c s ) are beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  A l so see the response to  

comment 2 . 7 . 4 .  

5 . 27 . 1 . 4 Comment : 

Some rev i ewers fe l t  that the Draft E I S  overest imated short -term econom i c  and job bene f i t s  

a n d  underest imated l ong-term c o s t s  to  commun i ty ,  farm i n g ,  and tour i sm .  

5 . 2 7- 1  

Response:

Response:

Response:



Both the  Draft E I S  a nd  the  F i na l  E I S  i nd i cate t hat  a n  abundant construct i on workforce i s  

ava i l ab l e  w i t h i n  t he  reg i on .  However ,  to determ i ne the max imum potent i a l  impact , an assumpt i on of a 

percentage of workers i n -m i grat i ng i s  used . The ana lys i s  for the E I S  i nd i cated that t he max imum 

projected popu l at i on growth can be absorbed w i t h i n  the reg i on because suff i c i ent  hous i ng and mun i c i pa l  

serv i ce  systems a l ready ex i st t o  accommodate i t .  For t h i s  reason , l ong-term costs  t o  the commun i ty 

are est imated to be m i n ima l . Add i t i ona l i nformat i on on the econom i c  impacts of a S I S  Fac i l i ty can be 

found in t he F i na l E I S  in Sect i ons 3 . 1 . 3 ,  4 . 1 . 1 . 1 ,  and 4 . 1 . 2 . 1 .  As a l so d i scussed in the F i na l E I S ,  

t here are no ant i c i pated s i gn i f i cant l ong-term adverse impacts o n  tour i sm and agr i c u l t ure . See the 

response t o  comment 5 . 27 . 3 . 6  for more i nformat i on .  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5  Comment : 

Concern was noted over t he Draft E I S ' s  m i suse and m i s i nterpretat i on of t he emp loyment/ 

econom i c  mu l t i p l i e r .  I t  was stated that reg i ona l emp l oyment f i gures were opt i m i st i c  because other 

factors may depress emp l oyment ( e . g . ,  schedu le  de lays , out-of-state bus i nesses supp ly i ng techn o l ogy/ 

serv i ces ) . 

The est imates of the number of d i rect jobs were based on eng i neer i ng  des i gn stud i es and not 

on how much money is  spent on techn o l ogy deve l opment out of state or  factors t hat may depress 

emp l oyment . The mu l t i p l i e r  used in the F i n a l  E I S  to  est imate i nd i rect jobs comes f rom a recent I S U  

study and i s  cons i dered t o  b e  conservat i ve i n  i t s  app l i cat i on ,  i n  t hat i t  does not account for i nduced 

effects or  the d i rect benef i t s  assoc i ated w i t h  s i gn i f i cant mater i a l s  and equ i pment purchased for the 

project . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  fa i l ed to i dent i fy how commun i t i es wou l d  meet projec t 

i nduced demands . 

Based on the ana lys i s  of poten t i a l  i n -m i grat i ng workers , i t  was found t he areas surround i ng 

each of t he a l ternat i ve S I S  locat i ons  have the capab i l i ty to absorb t he est imated growth ,  and t he 

i nfrast ructure i s  i n  p l ace to prov i de the needed serv i ces and support as d i scussed i n  Sect i ons 4 . 1 ,  

4 . 2 ,  and 4 . 3  of the F i na l E I S . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 7  Comment : 

Rev i ewers recommended that the projected econom i c/demograph i c  impacts from the S I S  Pro ject 

be eva l uated us i ng a mode l s uch as N E DAM or BREAM/PAS . 

The  projected popu lat i on i ncrease due  to t he S I S  Project wou l d  be sma l l and  s uch sma l l 

i ncreases have h i stor i ca l ly not had s i gn i f i cant impacts on the surround i ng commun i t i es . Mode l s  such 

as those suggested are not genera l ly used to assess soc i oeconom i c  impacts on the s i ze of t he workforce 

assoc i ated w i t h  t he S I S  P roject . 

5 . 27-2  

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 27 . 1 . 8 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the soc i oeconom ic  ana lys i s  d i d  not con s i der the costs of externa l i t i es  

such  as rad i oac t i ve po l l u t i on ,  crowd i ng ,  groundwater contam i nat i on ,  etc . 

The potent i a l  impacts  of rad i oact i ve re l eases and the potent i a l  for overc rowd i ng ( of 

schoo l s ) and ground water  impacts were addressed in the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  in Chapter 4. As 

i n d i cated in the F i n a l  E I S ,  rout i ne  rad i oact ive  re l eases wou l d  not exceed the regu l at ory s tandards of 

t he Env i ronmenta l Protect i on Agency ( EPA ) ( Sec t i on 4 . 5 ) , i n -mi grat i ng popu l at ion wou l d  not overc rowd 

schoo l s  ( e . g . ,  Sect i ons  3 . 1 . 3 . 3  and 4 . 1 . 1 . 1 ) , and the potent i a l  for ground water contam i nat ion  i s  

l im i ted a s  the S I S  Project  wou l d  not d i scharge e i ther rad i oact ive  o r  hazardous l i qu i d  eff l uents 

( Sect i on  2 . 1 . 5 . 1 ) . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 9 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  fa i led to descr i be peak temporary project demands versus 

long-term stab i l i zed demands . 

The Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  i n  Sect i ons  2 . 1 . 4 . 3 ,  2 . 1 . 5 . 3 ,  4 . 1 . 1 . 1 ,  and 4 . 1 . 2 . 1  i dent i fy 

the average and peak emp loyment assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  P roject . The Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  a l so 

de l i neate i n  the referenced sect i ons  the sma l l  d i fferences i n  expected soc i oeconom i c  impacts  du r i ng 

the construc t i on phase and the operat i ons  phase , and the cumu lat i ve aspects i n  Sect i on  4 . 5 . 1 . 1 .  

Because the sma l l  i nc reased demands on serv i ces and fac i l i t i e s  can be met by ex i s t i ng  serv i ces and 

fac i l i t i e s , deta i l ed ana lyses of the demands a re not i n c l uded in the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  

Add i t i ona l  i nformat ion  o n  hous i ng  ava i l ab i l i ty ,  schoo l s  and h i gher educat i on ,  and hea l t h  care i s  

i nc l uded i n  the F i n a l  E I S  i n  Sect ion  3 . 1 . 3 based on the documents referenced i n  the Draft E I S .  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 0 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  was i nadequate per Counc i l  on E nv i ronmenta l Qua l i ty ( CEQ ) 

g u i de l i nes on t he d i scuss i on of soc i oeconom i c  i s sues . Spec i f i ca l ly c i ted were such i t ems as  

popu lat i on growth and  i mpacts ,  peak and  l ong term emp l oyment , i n -m i grat i on ,  persona l i ncome , 

soc i a l /c u l tura l s tructure , land use and va l ues , tax base , government revenues and expend i tures , and 

t ransportat i on prob l ems . 

The F i na l  E I S  i n c l udes an expanded character i zat i on of the demography and ex i s t i ng 

i nfrast ructure and potent i a l  impacts on soc i oeconom i c  i ssues . A deta i l ed d i scuss i o n  of such i s sues as  

l and  va l ue s ,  persona l i ncome growth ,  chang ing  soc i a l  structure , government revenues , and 

transportat i on prob lems is not i n c l uded , as the s i ze of the projected construc t i on and operat i on 

workforce as soc i ated w i th the S I S  Project i s  sma l l i n  compar i son to tota l I daho Nat i ona l Emergency 

Laboratory ( I N EL ) emp l oyment and i s  i ns i gn i f i cant in re lat i on to  tota l emp l oyment in the I N EL reg ion . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated t here was a l ack of i nformat i on i n  the Draft E I S  on impacts that the S I S  

P roject  wou l d  have e n  tou r i sm ,  ag r i c u l ture ,  w i lderness ,  and other bus i nesses  and that any benef i t s  

were s hort - l i ved . 

5 . 27-3 

Response:

Response:

Response:



Sect i ons  3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  and Append i x  B of the F i n a l  E I S  d i scuss  the i mportance of 

agr i c u l ture and tour i sm in each of the affected areas . Impacts of the S I S  Project on tour i sm ,  

agr i cu l t ure ,  and l oca l bus i nesses wou l d  not b e  adverse based o n  the ana l yses  conducted , as  n o  re l eases 
( i nc l ud i ng those from the postu l ated severe fac i l i ty acc i dent ) are of suff i c i ent magn i t ude to requ i re 

m i t i gat i on .  A l so see response to comment 5 . 2 7 . 2 .  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 2 Comment : 

Genera l concern was expressed regard i ng the adverse impact the S I S  P roject may have on the 

broad base of I daho ' s  economy . 

The assessment  of soc i oeconom i c  impacts addressed i n  Chapter 4 of the F i na l E I S  i nd i cates 

that the S I S  Project wou l d  not res u l t  in adverse soc i oeconom i c  i mpacts to I daho ' s  economy . See a l so 

responses to comments 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1  and 5 . 27 . 3 . 3 .  

5 . 2 7 . 2  

Comment :  

Both concern and support were expressed about the effects  of the S I S  P roject on the 

economy . It was stated that there cou l d  be negat i ve econom i c  impacts to tour i sm and agr icu l ture 

( i n c l ud i ng f i sh farms ) in the event or rumor of a transportat i on acc i dent or  other type of acc i dent , 

part i cu la r l y  a severe acc i dent , and that the S IS P roject wou l d  be detr iment a l  to i ncom i ng bus i nesses 

and research .  Concern was expressed that a n  acc i dent cou l d  pos s i b ly contam i nate the aqu i fer or 

waterways . Rev i ewers requested that the effects  of an ons i te transportat i on acc i dent be assessed and 

that the econom i c  i mpact be quant i f i ed .  

The CRAC2 computer mode l used for the ana l ys i s  of postu l ated fac i l i ty acc i dents conta i n s  an 

econom i c  consequence code that est imates the d i rect costs of measures needed to m i t i gate the potent i a l  

pub l i c hea l t h  effects  o f  acc i dents , i nc l ud i ng costs of evacuat i on ,  m i l k and crop d i sposa l ,  

decontam i nat i on , and l and-use proh i b i t i ons . For a l l  the acc i dent scena r i o s  con s i dered i n  the Draft 

E I S  and F i na l  E I S ,  i nc l ud i ng the post u l ated severe acc i dent w i th comp l ete loss  of h i gh-eff i c i ency 

part i cu late a i r  ( HEPA ) f i l t rat i on ,  the re l eases of rad i oact i v i ty in the event of an acc i dent wou l d  not 

be of suff i c i ent magn i tude to requ i re costs for m i t i gat ion . Potent i a l  econom i c  costs , i nc l ud i ng 

econom i c  losses to agr i cu l ture , and tour i sm and effects  on i ncom i ng bus i ness  and researc h ,  wou l d  

therefore b e  m i n ima l a n d  un l i ke ly .  The potent i a l  impacts from rumors wou l d  be specu l at i ve and 

therefore are not i nc l uded ( a l so see the response to comment 6 . 1 . 1 2 ) . See response to comment 

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3  regard i ng the effect of the S I S  Project on i ncom i ng bus i ness . 

A l so see the response to comment 5 . 1 . 38 regard i ng potent i a l  contam i nat i on  of surface water 

and ground water ,  and the response to comment 5 . 29 . 1  regard i ng transportat ion acc i dents . The ana lys i s  

of t ransportat i on acc i dents presented i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  i nc l udes potent i a l  r i sks  of 

ons i te transportat i on acc i dents . 

5 . 2 7-4 

Response:

Response:

Accidents/Contamination

Response:



5 . 2 7 . 3  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1  Comment :  

Concern was expressed about t he impacts t hat t he S I S  Project wou l d  have on I daho ' s  

agr i cu l ture . I t  was stated that the S I S  Project wou ld damage I daho ' s  agr i cu l tura l i ndustry or at  

least do l i tt l e  to he l p  i t .  I t  was a l so stated t hat I daho i s  an agr i c u l tura l state and not a nuc lear 

p l ant reg i on .  Others stated that the I NEL  and the S I S  Project wou l d  not endanger I daho ' s  agr i c u l ture 

or the reputat i on of I daho ' s  crops . 

The U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) agrees that i t  i s  h i ghly un l i k e l y  that the S I S  P ro ject 

wou l d  cause any damage to I daho ' s  agr i cu ltura l  i ndustry . The ana lyses in the F i na l E I S  support the 

pos i t i on  that t he proposed fac i l i ty wou l d  endanger n e i t her  I daho ' s  agr i c u l ture nor the reputat i on of 

its  c rops . 

Const ruct i on and operat i on of the S I S  Project wou l d  not d i rect ly  benef i t  the agr i cu l tura l 

i ndustry , a l t hough i ncreased reg i ona l emp loyment wou ld  genera l ly i ncrease the tota l amount of do l l ars 

spent on agr i c u l t ura l products .  

Wh i l e i t  i s  true that I daho i s  we l l  known for i t s  potatoes and has a l ong t rad i t i on of  agr i 

cu l tura l  success , i t  i s  a l so t rue t hat I daho has a s i gn i f i cant h i story i n  nuc l ear powe r .  The I N E L  has 

been in operat i on s i nce 1 949 and has a h i story in nuc l ear  act i v i t i es and the operat i on of many nuc l ear 

reactors . I n  fact , the I NEL  was or i g i na l ly named the Nat i on a l  Reactor Test i ng Stat i on .  Add i t i ona l l y ,  

t h e  I N EL has been operat i ng o n e  of the ma jor nava l nuc l ear  reactor t ra i n i ng fac i l i t i es s i nce the 

1950s . Because of the l ong h i story of defense-re l ated projects at the I NE L ,  i t  i s  un l i k e l y  that the 

add i t i on of an S I S  P roject wou l d  s i gn i f i cant ly  damage Idaho ' s  agr i cu l tura l i ndustry . 

5 . 27 . 3 . 2  Comment :  

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  fa i l ed to ut i l i ze ava i l ab l e  i n format i on on tou r i sm i n  the 

I NEL  reg i on . 

The F i na l E I S  acknowl edges the importance o f  tour i sm to the I NE L  reg ion  and i nd i cates that 

the S I S  P ro ject i s  un l i k e l y  to  have s i gn i f i cant adverse impact s on t hat i ndustry . A cooperat i ve 

market research project ent i t l ed The 1987 I daho Le i sure Trave l and Recreat i on was r e l eased i n  

Apr i l  1 988 . Approp r i at e  f i n d i ngs from that report and other i nformat i on o n  the  importance o f  tou r i sm 

to the  I NEL  reg ion  are p resented i n  Sect i on 3 . 3 . 3 . 4  and Append i x  B of the F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 Comment :  

Concern was expressed about the impacts of the S I S  P roject on reg i on a l  and state tour i sm and 

the efforts to p romote i t .  Spec i f i c  i ssues ra i sed by the rev i ewers i nc l uded l oss  of t our i sm revenues , 

danger and cont roversy assoc i ated w i th the S I S  Pro ject . and i mpacts ( both pos i t i ve and negat i ve ) on  

n e i ghbo r i ng bus i nesses such as those in  the Sun Va l l ey-Ketchum areas . I t  was further stated that the 

S I S  P ro ject wou l d  be a nuc lear weapons factory and wou ld be a waste of taxpayers ' i s  money . 

5 . 2 7 -5  

Tourism/Agriculture

Response:

Response:

Study



The DOE addresses tou r i sm impacts i n  Sect ion 4 . 2 . 1 . 1  of the F i na l  E I S .  N o  s i gn i f i cant 

adverse i mpacts on tou r i sm or  tou r i sm revenues have been i dent i f i e d .  I t  i s  a l so h i gh ly un l i k e l y  that 

the S I S  Project wou l d  s i gn i f i cant ly impact the Sun Va l l ey or  Ketchum area because of the d i stance ( 1 1 6  

k i l ometer  or  7 2  m i l es ) from the S I S  s i t e .  A recent survey o f  t rave l ers i n  I daho showed that 33% of 

those com i ng to  I daho came to v i s i t f r i ends and/or re lat i ves . The i nc rease in popu lat i on resu l t i ng  

f rom i n-m i grat i n g  S I S  workers shou l d  have a pos i t i ve impact on  tou r i sm .  The  DOE  a l so  addresses the 

safety of the S I S  P roject in the F i na l E I S . The fac i l i ty is spec i f i ca l ly des i gned to l im i t  the 

impacts on the env i ronment f rom both norma l operat i ons  and acc i dents . 

The need for the S I S  Project i s  i dent i f i ed i n  Sect ion 1 . 1  of both the Draft E I S  and the 

F i n a l  E I S . The S I S  Project wou l d  produce weapon-grade p l uton i um but wou l d  not p roduce nuc l ear 

weapons .  Dec i s i ons on Federa l budgets and a l l ocat i ons are beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the S I S  P roject and the negat i ve pub l i c image assoc i ated w i th weapons 

p roduct i on wou ld  adverse ly  impact the sens i t i ve  tour i sm and agr icu l tura l i ndust r i es in I daho . 

Wh i l e the S I S  P roject wou ld  p roduce weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  i t  wou l d  not produce nuc l ear 

weapons . The expe r i ence at other DOE fac i l i t ies  ( e . g . , Rocky F l ats , Co lorado ; Oak R i dge , Tennessee ; 

Savannah R i ver  P lant , South Caro l ina ) i n d i cates that the number of bus i nesses actua l ly i ncreased i n  

these areas a s  a res u l t  o f  the presence o f  those fac i l i t ies . Because severa l defense-re l ated 

fac i l i t i es have been operat i ng at the I NEL  for many years , the add i t ion  of the S I S  P ro ject is not 

expected to add s i gn i f i cant ly  to any negat i ve pub l i c image . DOE - I daho i ntends to ma i nta i n  an act ive  

pub l i c i nformat ion  p rogram to  i nform the pub l i c and  ma i nta i n  the pub l i c ' s conf i dence i n  I N EL  and  its  

act i v i t i es . 

A l though data on market effects re lated to th i s  type of fac i l i ty are not conc l us i ve ,  the 

data gathered to date do not suggest that there wou l d  be s i gn i f i cant adverse impacts on agr i cu l tura l 

sa les i n  the reg ion . An ana lys i s  of the Three M i l e I s land acc ident was prepared by the Pennsy lvan i a  

Department o f  Agr i c u l ture and i t  stated that t h e  l im i ted dec l i ne i n  agr i c u l tura l  s a l es i n  the area was 

l im i ted to the week fo l lowi ng the acc i dent ( F lynn and Cha lmers , 1 9 79 , NUREG/OR 1 2 1 5 ,  p .  60 ) . The 

F i n a l  E I S  i nd i cates that even for the severe acc ident , there wou l d  not be s i gn i f i cant adverse impacts 

on agr i c u l ture or  tou r i sm in the reg i on . 

5 . 2 7 . 4  

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the use of the average U . S .  fam i ly  s i ze i n  the Draft E I S  was not 

appropr i ate when reg i ona l census data are read i ly ava i l ab l e  for the s i tes be i ng con s i dere d .  

The average U . S .  fam i ly  s i ze i s  used t o  determ i ne the tot a l  number o f  peop l e  who w i l l  move 

i nto the I N E L ,  Hanford , or  Savannah R i ver  P l ant ( SRP ) areas because of jobs that wou l d  be created by 

the S I S  Project . S i nce fami l i es i n -m i grat ing  can come from any part of the Un i ted States , the 

nat i ona l  average is approp r i at e .  

5 . 2 7-6  

Response:

Response:

Demographics 

Response:



5 . 2 7 . 4 . 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated the Draft E I S  fa i l ed to meet the i ntent of CEQ req u i rements because i t  

s imp ly  character i zed t h e  expected popu l at i on growth as a percentage of t h e  reg i ona l popu l at i on . and 

d i sm i ssed it as hav i ng l i tt l e  or no impact . 

I n  both the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  popu l at i on growth i s  expressed as est i mated number 

of peop l e  (workers and the i r  fam i l i e s ) and a percentage of average annua l growth . These est i mates are 

presented i n  the F i n a l  E I S  for the reg i on and for each county surround i ng the a l ternat i ve s i tes . 

assum i ng that the d i st r i but i on of i n -mi grat i ng peop le  wou l d  be s im i l ar  to the res i dent i a l  l ocat i on of 

ex i st i ng emp l oyees . 

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 3  Comment : 

Concerns we re expressed about the potent i a l  impacts on hunt i n g .  f i sh i n g ,  schoo l s ,  etc . f rom 

the i n -mi grat i on of workers and the i r  fam i l i es resu l t i ng from the const ruct i on and operat i on of the 

S I S  Project in I daho . Others stated that the impacts wou l d  be pos i t i ve ,  s i nce the S I S  Project wou ld  

i ncrease tax  revenues . I t  was a l so stated that the i n-m i grat i on of peop l e  wou ld  be greater than 

reported in the Draft E I S ,  spec i f i ca l l y because t he use of 1970-1980 popu lat i on growth f i gures was 

i napprop r i ate . 

The S I S  Project i s  not expected to have s i gn i f i cant adverse soc i oeconom i c  impacts . The 

sma l l  number of potent i a l ly i n-m i grat i ng peop l e  wou ld  not s i gn i f i cant ly  impact f i sh  and w i ld l i fe 

resources or the ex i st i ng commun i ty i nfrast ructure , i nc l ud i ng schoo l s . The F i na l E I S  i n  Sect i ons 

4 . 1 . 1 . 1  and 4 . 1 . 2 . 1  presents an expanded d i scus s i on of potent i a l  soc i oeconom i c  i mpacts res u l t i ng from 

the const ruct i on and operat i on of the S I S  Project . The ana lyses  i n  both the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  

E I S  present an upper est imate of workers mov i ng i nto the area . The compar i son of popu lat i on growth 

att r i butab le  to i n -m i grat i ng workers to popu l at i on growth between 1970  and 1980 was i nc l uded to 

prov i de a perspect i ve on the s i gn i f i cance of the potent i a l  impact . U s i ng a d i fferent popu lat i on base 

wou l d  not a l ter the number of peop l e  expected to i n-m i grate . 

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  d i d  not con s i der  out-mi grat i on of peop le  from I daho when 

construct i on of the S I S  Project wou l d  be comp lete . Others stated that peop l e  wou l d  l eave I daho if t he 

S I S  Project were constructed there . 

I t  i s  not expected that a s i gn i f i cant number of construct i on workers  h i red for the S I S  

Project w i l l  out-m i grate , as  most o f  the construct i on workers emp l oyed wou l d  b e  from the I NE L  reg i on . 

DOE ' s  expe r i ence at t he I N EL  wh i ch has a l ong h i story of s i t i n g ,  const ruct i ng ,  and operat i ng 

defense-re l ated fac i l i t i e s ,  i nd i cates that i t  i s  a l so un l i k e l y  that a s i gn i f i cant number of peop l e  

wou l d  l eave I daho i f  t he S I S  Fac i l i ty i s  constructed . 

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the jobs prov i ded by the S I S  Project wou l d  decrease the reg i ona l  

out-m i grat i on of peop le . 

5 . 27-7  

Response:

Response:

Response:



The tota l number of h i res from the l oca l l abor force wou l d  be i n f l uenced by the sk i l l  

requ i rements necessary for the operat ion  of the S I S  Project and t he ava i l ab i l i ty of t hose sk i l l s i n  

the l abor force at the t ime needed . I t  i s  ant i c i pated that most o f  the workforce for the S I S  Project 

wou l d  come from t he l oca l area ; t herefore , some l oca l peop l e  seek i ng jobs wou l d  not have to em i grate 

from the area to f i nd work . 

5 . 27 . 5  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 1  Comment : 

It was stated that the E I S  shou l d  cons i der the impact of the S I S  Pro ject on the 

tou r i sm-based economy of the Sun Va l l ey-Ketchum area , s i nce it  is  l ocated on ly  50-60 m i l es  from the 

s i te . I t  was s tated that t here i s  a conf l i ct between t hat area ' s  promot i on of a qua l i ty ,  peacefu l 

l i festy l e  and economy and the s i t i ng  of a p l uton i um-process i ng fac i l i ty nearby . 

Impacts to offs i t e  popu lat i ons  are con s i dered i n  both the Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S  ( e . g . ,  

w i th i n  50 m i l es  of the proposed S I S  Project l ocat i on for atmospher i c  em i s s i ons  of rad i oact i v i ty and 

w i t h i n  the count i es surround i ng  the I N EL  wh i c h  have been the predom i nant l ocat i on of emp l oyed I N EL 

workers ) . The Sun Va l l ey-Ketchum area is about 72  m i l es  from the proposed S I S  Project s i te . A l l 

rad ioact ive  atmospher i c  em i s s i ons , i nc l ud i ng those from a post u l ated severe acc i dent , wou l d  be we l l  

be low any leve l cons i dered to have s i gn i f i cant consequences at the I N EL  boundary . Poten t i a l  impacts 

of re l eases decrease w i t h  d i stance . The Sun Va l l ey-Ketchum area wou ld  not be affected by rad i oact i ve 

re leases from the S I S  Project because of i ts remoteness re lat i ve to the S I S  Project and because of the 

i nfrequent per i ods of t ime in  wh i ch t he preva i l i n g  w i nd pattern is  from the east to  t he wes t  or the 

southeast to the northwest .  The Sun Va l l ey-Ketchum area has not been a s i gn i f i cant l ocat i on of 

permanent res i dence to workers emp l oyed at t he I N EL  because of i t s  l engthy d i stance t o  t he I N EL  s i te .  

I t  i s  therefore un l i k e l y  that persons i n -m i grat i ng i nto  the I N EL  reg i on wou l d  res i de i n  the Sun 

Va l l ey-Ketchum area . For these reasons , i t  i s  specu l at i ve to assume that the S I S  P roject wou l d  

i nterfere w i t h  t h e  l i festy l e  or  economy of t h e  S u n  Va l l ey area . 

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 2  Comment : 

It was s tated that the deve l opment of tour i sm ,  agr i cu l ture , or other i ndus t r i es wou l d  have 

more potent i a l  to  contr i bute to  I daho ' s  economy , and wou ld  be more benef i c i a l  than the S I S  Project . 

The S I S  Project wou l d  not compete w i th tou r i sm or other i ndust r i e s  and wou l d  have no 

s i gn i f i cant effect on e i ther . The F i n a l  E I S i nd icates that the I daho economy wou l d  benef i t  from the 

S I S  Project . The S I S  Project wou l d  prov i de max imum cap i t a l  wh i l e consum i ng m i n ima l natura l  resources ; 

therefore , i t  wou l d  be an appropr i ate type of econom i c  deve lopment for an area where an adequate 

i nfrastructure a l ready ex i st s  to  support i t .  

5 . 27 . 5 . 3  Comment : 

to att ract 

fac i l i ty .  

t rade . 

Rev i ewers expressed conce rn that l ocat ing  t he S I S  Project i n  I daho wou l d  make i t  d i ff i cu l t  

bus i nesses  to  t he state s i nce t hey may n o t  want to b e  nea r a nuc l ear weapons/waste d i s posa l 

I t  was a l so stated that the S I S  P roject cou l d  h i nder I daho ' s  part i c i pat i on i n  i nternat i ona l 

5 . 27-8  

Response:

Development/Location

Response:

Response:



There are no data ava i l ab l e  wh ich  suggest that the presence of a nuc l ear  fac i l i ty wou l d  

adverse ly impact other potent i a l  i ndust r i es . The DOE i s  act i ve l y  purs u i ng an env i ronment a l  po l i cy 

wh ich  m i n i m i zes impacts  to  the env i ronment from DOE operat i ons . The S I S  P roject wou l d  be a 

h i gh-techno l ogy i ndust ry wh ich  wou l d  not compete for t he same resources as the t rad i t i ona l I daho 

i ndust r i es .  Past exper i ence i n  the I N EL  reg i on i nd icates that new projects c reate more jobs , 

resu l t i ng i n  econom i c  stab i l i ty for the area and benef i t s  to Idaho ' s  economy . 

The S I S  Project  wou l d  not be a nuc lear weapons fac i l i ty because i t  wou l d  not be i n vo l ved i n  

t h e  produc t i on o f  weapons or  weapons component s . The exper i ence at other DOE fac i l i t i es ( Rocky F l ats , 

Co l o rado ; Oak R i dge , Tennessee ; Savannah R i ve r  P l ant , South Caro l i n a ;  and Hanford , Wash i ngton ) i nd i 

cates t hat the number o f  bus i nesses has actua l ly i ncreased i n  the area a s  a resu l t  o f  the presence of 

those fac i l i t i es .  There is  no e v i dence that the S I S  Project wou l d  be a deterrent to attract i ng  new 

bus i nesses  to  the a rea . 

5 . 27 . 6  Econom i c  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  Comment :  

Soc i oeconom i c  impacts of the S I S  P roject were referred t o  and we lcomed , and i t  was stated 

that the S I S  P roject  wou l d  have benef i c i a l  econom i c  impacts ( such as  stab i l i ty or  growth ) on I daho . 

Econom i c  benef i t s  noted i n c l uded emp l oyment , i nd i rect educat i on a l  benef i t s  f rom i nc reased revenue s ,  

and advanced techno logy . Convers e l y ,  concern was expressed about pos s i b l e  negat ive  impacts of the S I S  

Project . I t  was stated t hat southeastern I daho does not need the S I S  Project to surv i ve ,  that 

sp i noffs wou l d  be l im i ted , and that the benef i t s  wou l d  be offset by the env i ronmenta l impacts . I t  was 

a l so stated that the project i s  econom i ca l ly wastefu l .  

T h e  DOE concurs that t h e  S I S  Pro ject may res u l t  i n  pos i t i ve econom i c  impacts to t h e  area and 

d i scusses these in Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 1  in the F i n a l  E I S . The env i ronment a l  impacts  res u l t i ng from the  

construct i on  and operat i on of the S IS  P roject as d i scussed in  the E I S ,  wou l d  be m i n ima l .  I n  response 

t o  comments concern i ng nuc l ear weapons work , the  INEL has a l ong h i story of nuc l ear  project s , both 

defense-re lated and non-defense-re lated . S I S  is a cost-effect i ve means of produc i ng p l uton i um ;  

however ,  c o s t  effect i veness i s  n o t  the  s o l e  factor i n  propos i ng t h e  S I S  P roject . For add i t i ona l 

i nformat i on , see the 5 . 2 7 . 3  ( Tour i sm/Agr i cu l ture ) and 5 . 2 7 . 9  ( Potent i a l  Sp i noffs ) ser i es of comment 

responses , and a l so response to comment 6 . 3  ( Use of Resources ) . 

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was noted that on l y  a few spec i a l  i nt erest groups w i l l  benef i t  from the S I S  P roject . 

See t h e  response t o  comment 6 . 5 . 1 .  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was c la imed that the econom i c  benef i ts of the S I S  Project are overstated . 

5 . 2 7-9 

Response:

Aspects

Response:

Response:



The DOE d i scusses soc i oeconom i c  impacts  i n  the Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S .  The eva l uat i on i s  

conservat i ve and st i l l  i nd i cates a modest pos i t i ve  impact on the  l oca l economy from the S I S  P roject . 

Therefore , the bene f i t s  are not overstated . See the response to comment 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1  for add i t i ona l 

i nformat i on on p rosper i ty imp l i cat i ons . 

5 . 27 . 6 . 4  Comment : 

The c l a i ms of econom i c  benef i t s  from the S I S  Project were quest i oned . I t  was stated that 

the argument of econom i c  benef i t s  to  I daho , in the form of jobs , has  not been suff i c i ent ly  proven . 

The purpose o f  a n  E I S  i s  to  assess  the potent i a l  env i ronment a l  consequences o f  t h e  proposed 

act i on and reasonab l e  a l ternat i ves . The S I S  Project construct i on and operat ion  emp l oyment f i gures are 

der i ved d i rect ly f rom des i gn eng i neer i ng stud i es .  The ana lys i s  of potent i a l  econom i c  and emp l oyment 

benef i t s  presented i n  the Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S  i s  conservat i ve  i n  that i t  does not i n c l ude i nduced 

econom i c  and emp l oymen t  benef i t s  ( i . e . , benef i t s  that m i ght be der i ved from d i rect mater i a l  and 

equ i pment expend i tures ) , and i t  conservat i ve ly assumes a port i on of tota l emp l oyment wou l d  be f i l led  

by  i n -m i grat i ng workers even  t hough t here i s  a s i zab l e  l abor force w i th i n  the I NEL reg i on .  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the S I S  Project wou l d  not br i ng prosper i ty to I daho because the eventua l 

c losure of the S I S  Fac i l i ty and c leanup costs wou l d  burden l oca l econom i es . Rev i ewers a l so f e l t  that 

the sma l l  number of jobs generated by the large costs for b u i l d i ng and operat i ng the S I S  Fac i l i ty 

wou l d  not be econom i ca l ly rat i ona l . 

A d i scuss i on o f  future prospe r i ty i n  I daho i s  beyond t h e  scope o f  t h e  E I S ,  but t h e  E I S  

i nd i cates that t here wou l d  b e  modes t  pos i t i ve econom i c  impacts as a res u l t  o f  t h e  S I S  P roject be i ng 

l ocated i n  I daho . The costs of the S I S  P roject , i nc l ud i ng c l osure and c l eanup , wou l d  be borne by the 

Federa l Government and not by the l oc a l  econom ies  ( o r  governments ) . There are many qua l i tat i ve 

con s i derat i ons  support i ng the S I S  Fac i l i ty beyond str i ct compar i sons of number of jobs generated 

versus the cost of bu i l d i ng and operat i ng the S I S  Fac i l i ty .  Con s i derat i on of these factors may be 

found i n  Chapter 1 of the E I S . 

5 . 27 . 6 . 6  Comment :  

I t  was asked how I daho ' s  economy w i l l  benef i t  from the i nt roduc t i on of nuc l ear weapons 

product i on if the gove rnment ' s  stated goa l i s  to  reduce the number of these weapons . 

The DOE d i scusses soc i oeconom i c  impacts i n  the E I S  that i nd i cate the S I S  Pro ject  w i l l  

benef i t  I daho ' s  economy . One of the object ives  of the S I S  P roject i s  to prov i de a 

reactor- i ndependent , techno log i ca l ly d i verse p roduct i on capab i l i ty to meet weapon -grade nuc l ea r  

mate r i a l  requ i rements .  I t  does not i nvo lve  the manufacture of weapons components  or the product ion  of 

nuc l ear weapons .  Whether arms reduct i ons  are ach i eved by the U . S .  Government in the future w i l l  not 

negat i v e l y  affect the usefu l ness  or need for the S I S  Fac i l i ty .  Add i t i ona l i nformat i on on the arms 

reduct i on po l i c i es of  the Un i ted States and on the need for the S I S  Project  i s  i n c l uded in responses 

to  comm�nt s  3 . 4  and 4 . 3 .  

5 . 2 7 - 1 0  

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 2 7 . 6 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the m i l i tary i n dustry creates dead-end p roducts i n  terms of econom i c s , 

because those p roducts are put on the she l f ,  so to speak , and the money i s  never i n jected back i nto 

the economy . 

A d i scus s i on of the m i l i tary i ndustry o r  of the econom i c  p roducts of that i ndustry i s  beyond 

the scope of t h i s  E I S .  The S I S  P roject ensure that the approved needs for defense nuc l ear  mater i a l s  

cou l d  be met . Expend i t u res on emp l oyment , mater i a l ,  and equ i pment are d i rect ly i n jected back i nto the 

economy . 

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 8  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the econom i c  benef i ts equ i va l ent to those c reated by the S I S  P roject 

cou l d  be ach i eved w i thout the a i d  of the Federa l Government ,  and that an economy c reated by Federa l 

fund i ng i s  a fa lse  economy . 

The DOE concurs that econom i c  benef i t s  equ i va lent to those of the S I S  Project cou l d  be 

ach i eved by other means ;  howeve r .  an ana lys i s  of such other means and of the l eg i t imacy of an economy 

c reated by Federa l fund i ng i s  beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9  Comment :  

Rev i ewers noted that the S I S  P roject was a pork barre l .  was very cost l y ,  wou l d  not he l p  

I daho econom i ca l l y .  wou l d  not so l ve I daho ' s  f i nanc i a l  p rob l ems . and wou l d  damage I daho ' s  economy . I t  

was stated that I daho ' s  economy shou l d  not be enhanced at the expense o f  pub l i c  safety o r  

env i ronmenta l qua l i ty .  

The soc i oeconom i c  impacts of the S I S  Project are ana lyzed i n  the E I S ,  and i n d i cate that the 

S I S  P roject wou l d  probab ly  benef i t  I daho ' s  economy . As a l so i dent i f i ed in both the Draft E I S  and 

F i n a l  E I S .  there wou l d  not be major  adverse impacts on pub l i c  hea l th or  env i ronmenta l qua l i ty . For  

i n format i on on s i te se l ect i on see the response to comment 5 . 2 . 7 .  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 0 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the short-term econom i c  bene f i t s  of the S I S  P roject wou l d  be m i no r  

compared t o  the long-term def i c i t  w i t h  wh i ch Idaho cou l d  b e  impacted . 

The E I S  assessment of env i ronment a l  and soc i oeconom i c  impacts f rom construct i on and 

operat i on of the S I S  Fac i l i ty in I daho does not i n d i cate that any l ong-term def i c i ts to the state 

wou l d  occ u r .  

5 . 27 - 1 1  

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1  Comment : 

Concern was expressed about def i c i t  f i nanc i ng of the S I S  Project spec i f i ca l l y ,  that i t  wou ld  

con t r i bute to the nat i on a l  debt and i ncur  negat i ve  effects on the economy . 

The Pres i dent and the Un i ted States Congress are respons i b l e  for ba l anc i ng the needs and 

p r i or i t i es of the nat i on w i t h i n  the constra i nts of the budgetary p rocess . The comp l ex i t ies  and 

impacts of th i s  process are beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S . 

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project wou l d  not benef i t  the state ' s  revenue and that the Draft 

E I S  overstated the s a l es taxes generated by the S I S  Project . 

The Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S  est imate on ly  the amount of add i t i ona l s a l es tax revenue that 

wou l d  be generated from S IS  emp l oyees and not by d i rect purchases of mater i a l s  and equ i pment . The 

stated tax revenue is therefore conservat i ve and not overest imated . 

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 3 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project wou l d  pro v i de an opportun i ty  for tra i n i ng o f  t he l oca l 

workforce . 

One of the l i k e ly  benef i c i a l  impacts of S I S  operat i ons  wou l d  res u l t s  from an expected 

i nc rease i n  I N EL  emp loyment due to broadened app l i cat ion  of craft apprent i ce p rograms wh i ch wou l d  be 

neces sary to support operat ions  of the S I S  Project . 

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 4 Comment :  

I t  was stated that , based on an econom i cs mode l ,  the Draft E I S  s i gn i f i cant ly  overest imates 

the econom i c  benef i t s  to be der i ved from the S I S  Project . I t  was noted that there i s  comm i ng l i ng of 

the funds support i ng  both the uran i um and p l uton i um Atom i c  Vapor Laser I sotope Separat i on ( ALV I S ) 

deve lopmen t ,  wh i ch makes i t  d i ff icu l t  to make cost project i ons . It a l so was noted that an add i t i ona l 

f i ve years of deve l opment effort ( through 1995 ) beyond that current ly  shown i n  S I S  p l ans wou l d  be 

requ i red to demonstrate p l uton i um i sotope separat i on , res u l t i ng i n  s i gn i f i cant ly  h i gher project costs  

and reduced benef i ts . I t  was a l so  stated that the construct i on of the project cou l d  undergo ha l t s  i n  

construct i on ,  changes i n  des ign , and reversa l s  as prob l ems occur i n  the deve l opment effort . 

S i gn i f i cant d i fferences ex i st between the uran i um and p l uton i um AVL I S  techno l og i es . 

Howeve r ,  because some of the systems ( i . e . , the laser systems ) are very s im i l ar , deve l opment of the 

p l uton i um techn o l ogy is expected to take s i gn i f i cant ly  less t ime and effort t han i f  t here were no 

s im i l ar  techn o l ogy ava i lab l e .  The comm i ng l i ng o f  the fund i ng for the two act i v i t i es benef i t s  both 

act i v i t i es synerg i st i ca l l y .  P l uton i um separat i on has been ach i eved a l ready i n  sma l ler  sca le  

expe r i ment s .  See a l so the responses to comments 5 . 8 . 20 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  and 2 . 2 7 . 6 . 3  for add i t i ona l  

i nformat i on .  
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5 . 2 7 . 7  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1  Comment :  

S upport and concern were expressed concern i ng  the type , qua l i ty ,  and assoc i ated sa lar i es of 

the jobs that wou l d  be prov ided by the S I S  Project . Others stated t hat the cost of prov i d i ng these 

jobs was too h i gh .  

The construct i on jobs c reated by the S I S  Project wou l d  ut i l i ze a l l  types of construct ion  

crafts . The pay sca le  for these jobs i s  the Dav i s-Bacon Wage Rates ( un i on sca l e ) for t h i s  area . The 

operat i ons personne l wou l d  be pa i d  on the same sca l e  that ex i sts for other I N EL operat i ons . The 

support serv i ces that wou l d  expand because of the S I S  Project wou l d  be extens i ons  of , or serv i ces  

s im i l ar  to , those current ly  i n  the  area w i th s im i l ar  s a l ary schedu les . 

The S I S  Project wou l d  requ i re var i ous types of jobs to support i t  through construct i on and 

operat i ons  phases . Sk i l l ed construc t i on craftspeo p l e  w i l l  be requ i red to construct the fac i l i ty .  The 

opera t i ons  crew w i l l  be staffed w i th techn ica l ly tra i ned spec i a l i sts and operators . The support ser

v ices req u i red w i l l  be an exten s i on of the current support serv ice jobs performed at the I N EL . 

Overa l l ,  there i s  a d i vers i ty of sk i l l s ,  tra i n i ng  l eve l s ,  and expe r i ence needed for the S I S  Project 

wh i ch offers opportun i t i es for qua l i ty pos i t i ons . W i t h  respect to the costs for the jobs be i ng  too 

h i gh ,  see the response to  comment 6 . 2  ( Cost/R i sks versus Benef i ts ) . 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the durat i on of the S I S  Project wou l d  not prov i de l ong-term em-

p loyment .  

The S I S  Project has a des i gn l i fe of 30 years and the actua l per i od of S I S  operat ion  for  the 

produc t i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um wou ld  be dependent on two important factors ( ava i l ab i l i ty of feed 

mater i a l  and the approved req u i rements for nuc lear defense mater i a l s ) . G i ven the uncerta i nty 

assoc i ated w i th  t hese two factors , it cannot be prec i se ly ascert a i ned how l ong the S I S  Project wou l d  

operate . However ,  an ana lys i s  of poten t i a l  impacts based on max imum throughput capac i ty of the S I S  

Project has been p rov i ded i n  the F i n a l  E I S  i n  a n  attempt t o  bound the poten t i a l  env i ronmenta l 

consequences of S I S  operat i on  over the 3 D-year des i gn l i fe of the fac i l i t y .  

I n  t h e  event that t h e  l ength of operat i on of t h e  S I S  P roject f o r  p roces s i ng  fue l -grade 

p l uton i um to produce weapon-grade p l uton i um i s  re l at i ve l y  short , it i s  not l i ke ly  that l ong-term 

soc i oeconom i c  effects wou l d  resu l t .  The number o f  operat i ng  personne l assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  P ro ject  

is  re l at i ve ly sma l l  compared to the current workforce at the I NEL . I n  add i t i on , operat i ng  personne l 

wou l d  come pr imar i ly from the ex i s t i ng  l abor poo l i n  the I NEL area rather than from persons who wou l d  

i n -m i grate i nto the area . Sect i ons  4 . 1 . 1 . 1  and 4 . 1 . 2 . 1  of the F i n a l  E I S  prov i de a more deta i l ed 

d i scuss i on of i n-m i grat i ng  workers and the i r  potent i a l  soc i oeconom i c  consequences than i s  cont a i ned i n  

the Draft E I S  to ass i s t  i n  understand ing  potent i a l  soc i oeconom i c  impacts .  See a l so responses to 

comments 5 . 2 2 . 2  and 5 . 2 2 . 3 .  
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5 . 27 . 7 . 3  Comment :  

Support and concern were expressed on t he number and type ' s  of jobs that wou l d  res u l t  from 

t he S I S  Project at t he I NEL . 

See the responses to comments 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5  and 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1  regard i ng the number and types of job s .  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4  Comment :  

Rev i ewers quest i oned the number and durat i on of jobs that wou l d  be f i l led by I dahoans and 

the number t hat w i l l  be f i l l ed by out-of-state workers . 

The F i n a l  E I S  d i scusses i n  more deta i l  the number o f  jobs requ i red and t he expected number 

t hat wou l d  be f i l l ed by I dahoans ( Sect ion  4 . 1 . 1 . 1 ) . A l so see the responses to comments 2 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 2 2 . 2 ,  

and 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2  regard i ng  t he per i od of S I S  operat i on . 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was noted that net emp l oyment at the I NEL  wou l d  not c hange s i gn i f i cant ly  because of the 

S I S  Project . 

The S I S  P roject wou l d  not s i gn i f i cant ly  c hange net emp l oyment at the I N E L  a l though t here 

wou l d  be a s l i ght i n crease based on the est imated number of construct i on and operat i ng personne l .  See 

Sect i on  4 . 1 . 1 . 1  of the F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the benef i t  of i ncreased emp l oyment for the peop l e  of I daho due to 

construct i on and operat i on of  the S I S  Project is uncerta i n .  

Sect i on 4 . 1 . 1 . 1  o f  t he F i na l  E I S  prov i des a n  expanded d i scuss i on o f  S I S  emp l oyment 

req u i rements and t he expected number of I dahoans that wou l d  be emp l oyed . For  purposes of ca lcu l at i ng 

potent i a l  soc i oeconom i c  impacts  on the s i x-county area , t he number of personne l that wou l d  be h i red 

from t he l oca l workforce was m i n im i zed . However ,  as t h i s  i s  an upper bound , it i s  l i k e ly  that fewer 

personne l  w i l l  i n -m i grate and more personne l w i l l  be h i red from the l oca l workforce . See a l so the 

response to comment 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 .  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 7  Comment :  

I t  was noted t hat unemp l oyment rates of surround i ng commun i t i e s  wou l d  d rop because of new 

jobs c reated by the S I S  Project . 
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Construct ion  and operat i on of the S I S  Project wou l d  have a modest benef i c i a l  i mpact on 

emp l oyment in the area . 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 8  Comment : 

I t  was noted that most of t he jobs from t he S I S  Project wou l d  go to I daho Fa l l s ,  wh i ch 

a l ready has l ow unemp l oyment . 

Emp loyment i mpacts are d i scussed i n  the Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S ,  wh i ch i n d i cate that the S I S  

Pro ject may have benef i c i a l  impacts o n  emp loyment . The percentage o f  jobs go i ng to  each county a s  a 

resu l t  of the S I S  Project wou l d  be s im i lar  to t he d i st r i but i on of cu rrent emp l oyees at the I N EL . 

Bonnev i l l e County , i n  wh i ch I daho Fa l l s i s  l ocated , has approx imate ly  7 1  percent of cu rrent I NEL 

emp l oyees as res i dents . 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat the S I S  P roject wou l d  add to t he job poo l and the econom i c  stab i l i ty of 

the area . Others stated t hat the h i gh-pay i ng spec i a l i zed jobs wou l d  go to peop l e  mov i ng i n  from ot her 

states and that econom i c  benef i t s  were not a just i f i cat ion  for the S I S  Project . 

The econom i c  benef i t s  that wou l d  be der i ved from the S I S  Project  are not the bas i s  or 

just i f i cat i on for propos i ng the project . The need for the S I S  Project is i dent i f i ed in Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  

of the  Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S .  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 1 . 1  of t he F i na l  E I S  d i scusses t he expected number of 

jobs , by category , that wou l d  be f i l l ed by peop le  from Idaho . 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 0 Comment :  

Rev i ewers stated that the i n surance i ndustry i s  hes i tant to  i n sure i nd i v i dua l emp loyees who 

work in a fac i l i ty l i ke the S I S  Fac i l i ty .  

Emp loyees at DOE fac i l i t i es have access to med i ca l  i n surance . I n surance compan i es do not 

d i scr i m i nate or  d i fferent i ate between workers in the nuc l ea r  f i e l ds and workers in other i ndust r i a l  

areas . 

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 1 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that there i s  the potent i a l  for growt h ,  prospe r i t y ,  and re l i ef through the 

const ruct i on of the S I S  Project . I t  was a l so stated that management and l abor work i ng together can 

meet t he requ i red demands . 

No response requ i red . 
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5 . 27 . 7 . 1 2 Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat a m i x  of types or worker categor i es ( e . g . , eng i neers , sc i ent i sts , 

techn i c i ans , c raft s ,  unsk i l l ed labor ) wou l d  be needed to f i l l  S I S  jobs . 

The S I S  Project wou l d  requ i re var i ous worker categor ies  dur i ng both t he construct i on and 

operat i ons p hases . Sk i l l ed construct i on craftspeop l e  wou l d  be req u i red to construct t he fac i l i t y .  

The operat i ons  c rew wou l d  b e  staffed w i t h  techn i ca l ly tra i ned spec ia l i sts  ( s uch as  sc i ent i sts  and 

eng i neers ) and sk i l l ed operators and techn i c i an s .  The support serv i ces requ i red wou l d  be an extens i on 

of the current support serv i ce  jobs performed at the I N EL . Overa l l ,  there i s  a d i vers i ty of sk i l l s ,  

t ra i n i ng l eve l s ,  and exper i ence needed for the S I S  Project wh i c h  offers opportun i t i es for qua l i ty 

pos i t i ons . 

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 3 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the nuc l ear i ndustry i s  not the on ly  source of jobs i n  the Northwest ; 

other sources are recreat i on and tour i sm .  

The F i na l E I S i n  Append i x  B presents emp l oyment stat i st i c s , and DOE acknow l edges that 

tou r i sm and recreat i on are important i ndust r i es in t he State of I daho . 

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was s tated that nuc l ear p l ant jobs , and jobs offered by the I N EL , are undes i rab l e  and 

exp l o i t  workers . 

The DOE and i t s  contractors w i l l  comp ly  w i t h  app l i cab l e  occupat i ona l , safety , and hea l th 

protect i on requ i rements ( DOE Order 5483 . 1A ) , equa l emp l oyment opportun i ty gu i de l i nes ( T i t l e V I I  of the 

1964 C i v i l  R i ghts  Act ) , and wage g u i de l i nes ( Serv i ce  Contract Act and Pub l i c Contracts Act ) . DOE does 

not cons i der jobs at  the I N EL  to  be e i t her undes i ra b l e  or exp l o i tat i ve .  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 5 Comment : 

I t  was stated that I daho l aws do not requ i re worker ' s  compensat ion  to cover l ong-term 

rad i at i on i n jur i es . 

i s  a 

Laws . 

I daho l aw does recogn i ze the v i ab i l i ty of c la i ms for i n j u r i e s  due to rad i at i on .  One examp le  

c l a im for  an occupat i ona l d i sease wh i ch  can  be  presented under I daho Workmen ' s  Compensat i on 

I n  accordance w i t h  the prov i s i ons  of Idaho Code sec t i on 7 2-448 ( 2 ) , assum i ng a 10- to 20-year 

i ncubat i on per i od for a rad i at i on i n j ury , the c l a i mant wou l d  st i l l  have 1 year w i t h i n  wh i c h  to  f i l e 

h i s  c l a im after he knew , or i n  the exerc i se of reasona b l e  d i l i gence s hou ld  have known , that rad iat ion  

wh i ch t he emp loyee rece i ved in  h i s  present or p r i or emp l oyment caused the occupat i on a l  d i seas e .  I n  

add i t i on ,  out s i de the prov i s i ons o f  Workmen ' s  Compensat ion  Law, I daho Code sect i on 5-243 i nd i cates 

t hat a person suffer i ng a rad i at i on i n jury has 3 years after he knows , or reasonab ly  shou l d  have 

known , t he cause 
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of t he i n jury t o  br i ng an act i on for h i s  damages .  Th i s  same sect i on i n d i cates that such an act i on may 

be ma i nta i ned up to 30 years f rom the date of the l ast  occurrence to wh i c h  the i n j ury i s  att r i buted . 

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  P roject was needed by I daho . Spec i f i c  reasons c i ted i nc l uded 

statements that the S I S  P roject  wou l d  res u l t  in an i ncrease i n  permanent jobs , stab l e  emp loyment ,  

needed tax revenue , and that t he S I S  P roject wou l d  decrease the number of peop l e  l eav i ng I daho . 

Convers e l y ,  i t  was stated that the jobs that wou l d  be prov i ded by the S I S  P roject are not needed . 

I n  t he Draft E I S and F i n a l  E I S  i t  i s  s tated that unemp l oyment i n  the I N EL reg i on exceeds the 

nat i ona l average , t herefore jobs prov i ded by the S I S  P roject  wou l d  be benef i c i a l ,  and wou l d 

potent i a l ly prov i de opportun i t i e s  for prospect i ve emp l oyees to rema i n  i n  I daho . See responses to 

comment s  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  and 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 2 for more i nformat i on on emp l oyment and tax revenue i mpacts of the S I S  

P roject . 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 Comment : 

I t  was suggested that other a l ternat i ves ( e . g . , tour i sm ) shou ld  be sought for creat i ng 

emp l oyment opportun i t i e s  i n  I daho . The reasons c i ted i nc l uded statements  that the S I S  Project i s  

r i sky , expens i ve ,  ev i l ,  i mmora l , obso l ete ,  uneth i ca l ,  etc . 

A d i scuss i on of other means of prov i d i ng emp l oyment to the I daho area i s  beyond the scope of 

t h i s  E I S .  The r i sk s  ( potent i a l  env i ronmenta l  i mpacts ) of t he S I S  P roject are addressed in the Draft 

E I S  and t he F i na l  E I S .  D i scus s i ons  o f  whether the S I S  Project i s  mora l ,  ev i l ,  expens i ve ,  o r  eth i c a l  

are a l so beyond t h e  scope o f  t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 2 7 . 8  Soc i a l  

Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted t hat psycho l og i ca l  and soc i a l  impacts of nuc l ear weapons product ion  i n  a 

commun i ty were not addressed i n  the Draft E I S .  

Because t h e  I N EL  has h i stor i ca l ly been engaged i n  defense projects and current ly  i s  engaged 

i n  nava l reactor act i v i t i es , nuc l ear  fue l  reproces s i ng ,  and other defense  work , the S I S  Project  wou l d  

b e  on ly  a sma l l  port ion  of t h e  defense-re l ated work at  t h e  I NEL . T h e  S I S  P ro ject wou l d  not produce 

nuc l ear weapons . It is un l i ke l y  t hat the add i t ion  of the S I S  P ro ject wou l d  s i gn i f i cant ly  a l ter any 

soc i a l  impacts that may or may not ex i s t . P sycho log i c a l  impacts are beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 27 . 9  Potent i a l  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  Comment : 

There were many genera l comments regard i ng potent i a l  sp i noffs from the S I S  P roject . Many 

comments d i scussed potent i a l  pos i t i ve impacts i nc l ud i ng educat ion , bus i ness , techn o l ogy , economy , 
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emp l oyment , and benef i t s  to mank ind  and the env i ronment . Rev i ewers stated that the sp i noff f rom the 

S I S  Project wou ld  be greater than s p i noff from the space program . Convers e l y ,  rev i ewers suggested the 

s p i noff poten t i a l  i s  l im i ted , overrated , and not worth the r i s k .  

Techno l og i ca l  s p i noffs a re conjectura l and are beyond the scope of th i s  E I S .  As stated i n  

Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 1 . 1  and 4 . 1 . 2 . 1  of  the F i na l E I S ,  t here i s  a potent i a l  t o  benef i t  the l oca l economy 

because of i n creased emp loymen t ,  tax revenues , and i nd i rect job s .  See t h e  response to  comment 6 . 2  for 

more i n format i on on t he r i sk benef i t s  of the S I S  Project . 

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers commented concern i ng potent i a l  s p i noffs of the laser opt i c s  and e lectron i c  

techn o l ogy from the S I S  Project . 

The pos s i b i l i ty of pos i t i ve sp i noffs f rom the S I S  techno l og i es w i t h  respect to l aser opt i c s  

and e lectron i c  techno l ogy i s  acknow ledged . DOE has an act i ve techno logy transfer program to promote 

the commerc i a l  app l i cat i ons  of research conducted at t he I NEL . Potent i a l  s p i noffs are on ly  

conjectura l ,  howeve r ,  and  are  beyond t he scope of th i s  E I S .  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the S I S  techn o l ogy cou l d  have med i ca l ,  mater i a l s  ref i n i ng ,  and other 

i ndust r i a l  app l i cat i ons  or sp i noffs . 

DOE acknow l edges that the S I S  techno l ogy cou l d  have med i ca l ,  mater i a l s  ref i n i n g ,  and other 

i ndust r i a l  app l i cat i ons  or  sp i noffs . I t  shou l d  be noted that no spec i f i c  app l i cat i ons  have been 

i dent i f ied  at  t h i s  t ime , but the DOE has an act i ve techno logy t ransfer program to promote the 

commerc i a l  app l i cat i ons  of research and deve l opment programs at  the I NEL . Poten t i a l  s p i noffs are on ly  

conjectura l ,  however , a nd  beyond t he  scope of t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4  Comment :  

Rev i ewers noted that the Draft E I S  d i d  not d i scuss  techno l og i ca l  tran sfer econom i c  sp i noff s ,  

or  what wou l d  happen i f  the project were cance l ed dur i ng  const ruct ion . I t  was stated that S I S  wou l d  

he l p  techn o l ogy t rans fer  to  rura l commun i t ies . 

The DOE does not d i scuss  econom i c  sp i noffs or techno l ogy transfe r ,  i n  the Draft E I S  or the 

F i na l  E I S ,  a s  t hey are acknow l edged t o  be con jectura l .  A d i scuss i on  of the i mpacts  res u l t i ng from 

cance l l at i on of the S I S  Project dur i ng  construc t i on i s  cons i dered arb i t rary and therefore i s  not 

i n c l uded in t he E I S .  
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5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the S I S  P roject wou l d  be a product i on fac i l i ty and , therefore , I N EL  

wou ld  not  benef i t  from t he laser techno l ogy because the research was  performed e l sewhere and  wou l d  

stay at t h e  Lawrence L i vermore Nat i ona l Laboratory ( L LNL ) . Others stated that the S I S  Project wou l d  

broaden t h e  bases of I N EL ' s  laser research .  

Benef i t s  can ar i se from both bas i c  research and research i nto  deve l opment and 

app l i cat i ons . For examp l e ,  the I N EL d i d  not i nvent nuc l ear reactors ,  but over the years t he I N EL  has 

rea l i zed benef i t s  from research i nto app l i cat i ons  of reactor techno l ogy . Therefore , DOE be l i eves that 

the I N EL  may rea l i ze  bene f i t s  f rom l aser techno l ogy . 

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  Comment :  

Rev i ewers c i ted poss i b le pos i t i ve reg i ona l bus i ness opportun i t i e s  and soc i oeconom i c  

benef i t s  that cou l d  resu l t  from t h e  S I S  P roject . Others stated that sp i noffs shou l d  not be d i scussed 

becau se the I N EL does not use l oca l vendors ; others countered that DOE does use l oca l vendors . 

The I N EL  does use l oca l  vendors . For examp l e ,  i n  1987 I daho bus i nesses and i ndust r i es 

rece i ved $35 m i l l i on i n  t he form of contracts and subcont racts  f rom I N EL  s i te  emp l oyers . Sp i noffs are 

covered in the response to  comment 5 . 29 . 9 . 2 .  Soc i oeconom i c  impacts are d i scussed in Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 1 . 1  

and 4 . 1 . 2 . 1  of t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  

5 . 27 . 1 0 

Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed concern ( due to t he l im i ted supp ly  of feedstock and/or the uncerta i n  

need for weapon-grade p l uton i um ) over the poss i b i l i ty that a boom-and-bust cyc l e  wou l d  b e  caused by 

the eventua l s hutdown of S I S  fac i l i t i e s , and the c l eanup costs  assoc i ated w i t h  shut -down ; that t he 

jobs wou l d  be temporary or short -term ;  that a boom-and-bust economy i s  not stab i l i z i ng ; and that the 

jobs proba b l y  w i l l  not go to  I dahoans . Others were concerned that rad iat ion  hazards and h i gh  r i sks 

cou l d  cause soc i a l  p rob lems . 

The ana lyses performed i nd i cate that an econom i c  "boom" w i  1 1  not occur and that the 

major i ty of jobs w i l l  p robab ly  go to I dahoans , l arge ly  because of gradu a l  h i r i ng of construc t i on and 

operat i ng workforces and l oca l ( reg i ona l ) workforce ava i l a b i l i ty .  In add i t ion , the I N EL ant i c i pates a 

s l i ght  near-term dec l i ne i n  emp l oyment because of t he comp l et i on  of some major  project s .  The S I S  

Project  wou l d  absorb many o f  the workers emp l oyed by those comp l eted project s , thus  stab i l i z i ng the 

I N EL  workforce . The I N EL  has h i stor i ca l ly ma i nta i ned a re l at i ve l y  stab l e  workforce by o bta i n i ng a 

var i ety of projects i n  succes s i on .  Because the popu l at i on i nc reases are sma l l  and the workforce may 

be absorbed by other I N EL  projects  when the S I S  P roject wou l d  term i nate ,  a "bust" i n  the economy 

because of S I S  Project i s  not l i ke l y  to occur . Upper-bound est imates on the numbe r of i n -m i grat i ng 

workers , popu l at i on growt h ,  and assoc i ated impacts res u l t i ng  from the S I S  P roject  are conta i ned i n  the 

E I S . Costs assoc i ated w i t h  any necessary c l eanup are the respons i b i l i ty of the DOE and are not borne 

by l oca l commun i t i es or  the state . For i n format i on on r i sks , see the response to comment 6 . 2  

regard ing  costs and r i sks  versus  benef i t s . 

5 . 2 7- 19  

Response:

Response:

Boom/Bust Cycle

Response:



5 . 27 . 1 1 I nfrast ructure 

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers commented on the genera l state of the ex i st i ng i n frast ructure of the I NE L  

reg i on .  I t  was s tated that the i nfrastructure of the count i es affected by the S I S  Project have 

adequate surp l us capac i ty to a s s i m i l ate the S I S  workers . Convers e l y ,  it was stated that t he ex i s t i ng 

i nfrastructure i s  i nadequate . 

The I N E L  reg ion  has adequate commun i ty serv i ces and fac i l i t i e s  t o  accommodate the expected 

i n f l ux of S I S  workers and t he i r  fam i l i e s .  Add i t i ona l i nformat i on has been i n c l uded i n  the F i na l  E I S  

o n  c haracter i z i ng the i nfrastructure ( e . g . , Sect i on 3 . 1 . 3 . 3 ) and impacts ( e . g . , Sect ion  4 . 1 . 1 . 1 ) .  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated t hat t he ava i l ab i l i ty of hea l th  care i n  the I N E L  reg ion  i s  adequate to 

support S IS  construct ion  and operat i on . 

The F i na l E I S  i n  Sect i on 3 . 1 . 3 . 3  i n d i cates t hat t here wou l d  b e  suff i c i ent  hea l t h  serv i ces 

in the I N E L  area to meet the ant i c i pated demand . 

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that t here may or  may not be an adequate construc t i on/craft workforce 

ava i l ab l e  in the I NE L  area to support S I S  const ruct ion . 

Both t h e  Draft E I S and F i na l  E I S  i n d i cate that t here are over 3 , 000 craft personne l w i t h i n  

a 50-m i l e  rad i u s  ( and over 1 6 , 000  w i t h i n  2 0 0  m i l es ) o f  t h e  I NEL . Because of the l a rge number of 

construct i on/c raft personne l ava i lab l e  i n  the area , it  i s  not ant i c i pated that a s i gn i f i cant number of 

personne l wou l d  be needed to m i grate i nto t he area to f i l l  jobs . A sma l l  number of workers may 

i n -m i grate to f i l l  s pec i a l i zed construct ion  jobs . 

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 4 Comment : 

Rev i ewers s tated that t he assessment of hous i ng  ava i l ab i l i ty i n  the Draft E I S  needs more 

sound data and ana lyses . 

As i dent i f i ed i n  Sect ion  3 . 1 . 3 . 3  o f  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  a recent reg i ona l 

survey i nd i cated that t here are about 1 , 300  s i ng l e- fam i ly  u n i t s  for s a l e  i n  add i t i on to many renta l 

un i ts .  Because the max imum projected need i s  l ess  t han 1 0  percent of current ly ava i l a b l e  hous i n g ,  i t  

i s  not cons i dered essent i a l  that a n  i n -depth ana lys i s  o f  hous i ng ava i l ab i l i ty be conducted . 

5 . 27-20  

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the S I S  P roject m i ght have a negat i ve impact on l oca l serv i ces , 
( i . e . , schoo l s ,  hosp i ta l s ,  mun i c i p a l  serv i ces , etc . ) . I t  was a l so  stated that the Draft E I S  

conc l us i on t hat the project wou l d  not b e  expected t o  have ma jor impacts o n  l oca l governmenta l serv i ces 

and commun i ty i nf rastructure is not supported by any f i rm data or by the use of a mode l . Concern was 

expressed t hat the Draft E I S  d i d  not d i scuss how the commun i ty wou l d  be a b l e  to  respond to the 

i nc reased demands on these serv i ces or f i nance any requ i red improvement s . 

Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 1  o f  t h e  Draft E I S  and t h e  F i na l  E I S  i nd i cates that t here wou l d  b e  suff i c i ent  

loca l serv i ces to  accommodate S I S  personn e l  and t he i r  fam i l i e s  and that there wou l d  be no s i gn i f i cant 

adverse impacts on l oca l bus i nesses or commun i ty support serv i ces . I n  add i t i on ,  the average i ncome 

for a worker at S I S  i s  ant i c i pated to be greater t han the current average i ncome i n  the s i x 

surround i ng count i es .  Genera l ly ,  peop l e  w i t h  h i gher househo l d  i ncomes con t r i bute more toward l oca l 

serv i ces , vo l untary soc i a l  act i v i t i es ,  and commun i ty amen i t i es  ( e . g . , char i t i es ,  scouts , commun i ty 

concerts ) . Genera l ly ,  i f  jobs pro v i ded by a project i nc rease a commun i ty ' s  average i ncome , the 

project has a pos i t i ve econom i c  impact on the commun i ty .  

i dent i f i ed and can b e  met b y  t h e  e x i s t i ng i nfrastructure . 

The requ i rements of S I S  are m i nor ,  have been 

Therefore , i t  was determ i ned to be 

unnecessary to deve lop a deta i l ed assessment by us i ng of a mode l .  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the S I S  Project wou l d  have a negat i ve i mpact on l o c a l  schoo l s .  Other 

comments were pos i t i v e ,  stat i ng that any econom i c  recovery in the  area wou l d  benef i t  the  schoo l s .  I t  

was noted t hat there i s  a n  excess schoo l capac i ty i n  Pocate l lo .  Other rev i ewers expressed concern 

because of the statement in Sect i on 4 . 5 . 1 . 1  t hat i nd i cated that overcrowd i ng of se l ected schoo l s  m i ght  

occur based upon current schoo l capac i t i es . I t  was noted that the source of fund i ng for any new 

schoo l s  that are needed has not been i dent i f i ed .  

The Draft E I S  i nd i cated that t he potent i a l  popu lat i on growth due to i n -m i grat i ng personne l 

m i ght resu l t  i n  i mpacts i n  some schoo l s ,  depen d i ng on t he cho i ce  of res i dence of t he new personne l .  

Sec t i on 3 . 1 . 3  a l so i dent i f i ed that the reasons many schoo l s  have enro l lments  at capac i ty were 

conso l i dat i on and c losures due to  dec l i n i ng enro l lment . The F i n a l  E I S ,  based on a more deta i l ed 

ana lys i s  of i n -m i grat i ng workers , does not ant i c i pate overc rowd i ng of schoo l s .  Because o f  the h i gher

t han-average wage t he S I S  emp l oyees wou l d  rece i ve ,  t hey wou l d  be ab l e  to  con t r i bute more to pub l i c 

schoo l support , wh i ch i s  ant i c i pated to m i t i gate any adverse impacts .  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 I NEL 

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat the I NEL has created a l arge i nf l ux of peop l e ,  wh i ch has res u l ted i n  

c u l tura l opportun i t i es unusua l for a n  agr i c u l tura l commun i t y .  

DOE acknowl edges that t he I N EL has con t r i buted t o  t he cu l tura l d i vers i ty o f  the reg i o n .  

5 . 2 7-2 1  
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5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2  � : 

Rev i ewers s tated that l oca l cont ractors and workers are competent ,  exper i enced , and hard 

work i ng ,  and that the I NEL  t r i es to  f i rst  use I daho contractors for construct ion  jobs , rather t han 

out-of-state contractors . 

DDE acknow ledges that l oca l contractors and workers are competent , exper i ence d ,  and hard 

work ing  and that the I N EL  uses l oca l cont ractors whenever poss i b l e .  For examp l e ,  in 1987 I daho 

bus i nesses  and i ndust r i es rece i ved $3 5  m i l l i on in the form of contract s  and subcontracts from I N EL  

s i te contractors . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the I N EL doesn ' t  pay property tax , sa les  tax , fue l tax , etc . ,  yet creates 

demands on area schoo l s ,  sewers , and h ighways . 

S a l es/use taxes are pa i d  on a l l  construct i on mater i a l s  for bu i l d i ngs and as soc i ated equ i p

ment ( such as those assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  Project ) by f i xed p r i ce subcont ractors . County tax 

assessors have been ass i sted when v i s i t i ng construct i on job s i tes in i dent i fy i ng p roperty w i t h i n  the 

county subject to  the county ' s  p roperty taxe s .  I N EL  contractors pay a f ranch i se tax and/or corporate 

i ncome taxes . They a l so  pay m i l l i ons  of do l l ars in sa les  taxes on procurements of supp l i e s , 

equ i pment , renta l s ,  etc .  The State of I daho rece i ves about 8 percent of i t s  persona l i ncome taxes 

from s i te emp l oyees . The I N EL bus system pays a fue l exc i se tax for i t s  use of the state h i ghways . 

I n  add i t i on , the 1 0 , 000 I NEL  emp l oyees pay rea l property taxes , s a l e s  taxes , i ncome taxes , and a l l  

other taxes that other I daho res i dents pay . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the dol lars/cents ,  jobs , and t ra i n i ng opportun i t i es  res u l t i ng from 

I N EL  operat i ons  and construct i ng  and operat ing  the S I S  Project are very important to I daho ' s  economy . 

The act i v i t i e s  of t he I N EL  over the past 35-p lus years have p rov i ded s i gn i f i cant 

opportun i t ies  for const ruct ion  contractors , construct i on craftsmen , and techn ica l  personne l i n  the 

State of I daho . The S I S  Project i s  expected to cont i nue to prov i de opportun i t i es for those personne l  

as we l l  as opportun i t ies  for  the deve lopment of new bus i nesses . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that s i nce the I N EL has great ly  cont r i buted to l oca l and state econom i e s ,  

and s i nce severa l I N EL  projects are nea r i ng comp l e t i on ,  the S I S  Project i s  necessary to ma i nta i n  a 

stab l e  emp l oyment l eve l and sound economy i n  the I NEL reg i on . 

The I N EL  has cont r i buted to loca l and state econom i es and the S I S  Pro ject wou l d  prov i de 

con t i nued econom i c  benef i t s  and stab i l i ty .  The success of l oca l and state econom i e s ,  wh i l e not 

exc l us i ve ly  dependent on a project of the magn i tude of the S I S  Projec t ,  i s  st rong ly  affected by I N E L  

act i v i t i e s . 
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5 . 27 . 1 2 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was noted that cooperat i ve efforts between management and un i on workers have res u l ted i n  

a safe and hea l t hy workp l ace and a safe and hea l thy env i ronment . 

No response requ i red . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 7  Comment : 

Rev i ewers  s tated that i t  was essent i a l  for t he I N EL  to ma i n ta i n  a hea l thy , v i ab le  re l at i on

sh i p  w i th  Federa l agenc i e s  and  noted t hat the  econom i c  impact of t he I NEL  i s  dependent on t he Feder a l  

Government . 

Because the I N EL i s  a Government-owned , contractor-operated laboratory , any econom i c  

impacts o f  the I NEL  wou l d  b e  dependent on the Federa l Government . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the econom i c  benef i t s  from construct i ng and operat i ng the S I S  P roject 

were overest imated because the I N EL does not use l oca l bus i nesses . I t  was further stated that the 

econom i c  benef i t s  to  the l oca l commun i ty wou l d  probab ly  be less at  the I N EL t han if the S I S  P roject 

were const ructed e l sewhere because other DOE s i tes  use l oca l bus i nesses , spec i f i ca l ly eng i neer i ng 

f i rms . Other rev i ewers  s tated that t he S I S  Project wou l d  prov i de pos i t i ve opportun i t i es for l oca l 

bus i nesses  ( l arge and sma l l ) , due t o  a " Buy i n  I daho" po l i cy .  

S im i l ar  to other DOE s i tes , the I N EL contractors have po l i c i es encourag i ng the use of l oca l 

bus i nesses whenever poss i b l e .  For examp l e ,  i n  1987 I daho bus i nesses  and i ndus t r i es rec e i ved $35 

m i l l i on in the form of contracts and subcont ract s  f rom I NEL  s i te  contractors . The S I S  P roject wou l d  

prov i de pos i t i ve opportun i t i e s  f o r  l oca l bus i nesses . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 3 Land Use 

5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 1  Comment : 

Object i ons were ra i sed to putt i ng more land i nto w i l derness c l ass i f i cat ion . 

No w i l derness c lass i f i cat i on of land w i l l  resu l t  from l ocat ing the S I S  Fac i l i ty a t  the 

I N EL . The land proposed for the S I S  Project i s  w i th i n  or adjacent t o  the fenced area of the I daho 

Chem i ca l Process i ng P l ant ( I CPP ) and has prev i ous ly  been w i t hdrawn from pub l i c  use by Bureau of Land 

Management ( BLM ) pub l i c  land orders . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the S I S  Project w i l l  not remove any add i t i ona l l and from pub l i c  or 

product i ve use . I t  was a l so stated t hat the S I S  Project i s  a good mu l t i p l e  use of pub l i c  lands . 
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The p roposed s i te i s  w i t h i n  and adjacent to t he fenced area of the ICPP . No add i t i on a l  

l and w i l l  be removed f rom pub l i c  use .  

5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 3  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that no assessment was made of the S I S  Project ' s  effect on l and use 

p l ans/regu l at i ons  ex i st i ng in  the reg ion  of i n f l uence . 

The I NEL  s i te has been comm i t ted for energy research and deve l opment and i s  des i gnated a 

Nat i on a l  Env i ronment a l  Research Park by DDE . Approx imate l y  9 5  percent of t he 890 square m i l es  i n  the 

research park has been w i t hdrawn from t he pub l i c  doma i n .  

The Off i ce of Budget and Po l i cy P l ann i ng ,  S tate of I daho , i nd i cated that the state does not 

have p l ans  or  po l i c i es spec i f i ca l ly re lated to land use adjacent to the boundar i es of the I NEL . The 

East-Centra l Idaho P l ann i ng and Deve l opment Assoc i at i on i s  a reg i ona l econom i c  p lann i ng agency serv i ng 

a n i ne-county reg ion , wh i c h  encompasses most of the I NEL . L i ke  the State of I daho , the Assoc iat i on 

does not have any po l i c i es or p l ans that i nvo l ve l ands or act i v i t i es  near t he I NEL . Butte County ,  

wh i c h  encompasses  most of the I NEL  land , i s  sparse ly  popu lated . S i nce the county does not have a 

po l i cy p l a n ,  comprehens i ve p l an ,  or zon i ng  ord i nance , no p lans or po l i c i es spec i f i ca l ly re l ated to 

l and use are ava i l ab l e .  The number o f  potent i a l  i n -m i grat i ng  workers , however , wou l d  not p lace 

demands on hous i ng and commun i ty serv i ces such that land conf l i cts  wou l d  deve l op or  requ i re 

imp l ementat i on of land use contro l s .  

5 . 2 7 . 1 4 Nat i ve Ame r i cans 

5 . 2 7 . 1 4 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat the Shoshone-Bannock t r i bes are i nterested i n  jobs at the S I S  Fac i l i ty 

and i n  part i c i pat i ng i n  t he serv i ces to be pro v i ded i f  the project goes forward at t he I N EL . 

The jobs at the I NEL must comp ly  w i t h  a l l  Equa l Emp l oyment Opportun i ty  gu i d e l i nes 

estab l i s hed by the T i t l e V I I  C i v i l R i ghts Act of 1964 . Econom i c  deve l opment and prospe r i ty res u l t i ng 

from the S I S  P roject wou l d  not adverse ly  impact t he Shoshone-Bannock t r i bes i n  the reg i on but may be 

benef i c i a l  by i nc reas i ng the opportun i ty for new jobs . I NEL  contractors have po l i c i es i n  p l ace wh i c h  

act i ve l y  seek j o b  opportun i t i es f o r  Nat i ve Amer i cans as we l l  as other m i nor i ty groups . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 4 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat t he Shoshone-Bannock reservat i on i s  w i t h i n  40 m i l es  of the I NEL  and 

w i t h i n  t he S I S  reg i on of i n f l uenc e .  

The DOE acknow l edges that t he Shoshone-Bannock t r i be s '  reservat i on i s  w i t h i n  t he 50-m i l e  

impact a rea . A s  suc h ,  that area i s  i nc l uded i n  t h e  ana lys i s  o f  potent i a l  env i ronment a l  i mpacts i n  t he 

F i na l E I S  and i s  spec i f i ca l ly c i ted i n  Sect ion  3 . 1 . 3 . 5 .  
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5 . 2 7 . 14 . 3  Comment : 

Concern was expressed about the safety and protect i on of t he t r i be ' s  home land .  Some 

rev i ewers stated t hat the  Draft E I S  shou l d  be rev i sed to i nc l ude a d i scus s i on of the  impacts of 

construct i ng  and operat i ng the S I S  Project on Shoshone-Bannock I nd i an t reaty r i ghts . Others observed 

that t he t r i be s  are not w i l l i ng t o  r i sk i rreparab l e  damage t o  the i r  off-reservat i on t reaty r i ght s , 

hunt i ng , f i sh i ng ,  gather ing , t rapp ing , or permanent home l and . 

T h e  I N EL  was or i g i na l l y estab l i shed by Congress as  t h e  Nat i ona l Reactor Test i ng Stat ion  
( NRTS ) for the purpose of nat i on a l  defense  and  safety research .  As  such , i t  does not fa l l  i nto  the 

category of open and unc l a imed l ands . I N EL l and was w i t hdrawn by Pub l i c  Land Orders of the BLM and 

t urned over to  DOE [former ly  the Atom i c  Energy Comm i s s i on ( AEC ) ] . I n  add i t i on ,  severa l parce l s  of 

l and were pr i vate ly deeded to DOE ( former ly  AEC ) . As such , those lands are not affected , nor do t hey 

affect t reaty r i ght s .  As i dent i f ied i n  the  Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S ,  t he potent i a l  env i ronmenta l 

consequences assoc i at ed w i t h  the  construct i on and operat i on of the  S I S  Project wou l d  not res u l t  i n  

re l eases o r  impacts beyond the  I N EL  boundary that wou l d  measurab ly  impact the  env i ronmen t . 

Consequences t o  the  Fort Ha l l  Reservat ion  wou l d  t herefore be i nconsequent i a l  and wou l d  not resu l t  i n  

any i rreparab l e  damage . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 Educat i on 

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers s tated that the  S I S  P roject wou ld  prov i de benef i t s  t o  h i gher educat i on systems 

and i n st i tut i on a l  and vocat i ona l tra i n i ng  in I daho . I t  was a l so stated that h i gher educat i on a l  

i nst i tut i ons  wou l d  b e  a resource f o r  the  S I S  P roject . 

The DOE acknow l edges that the  S I S  P roject may have a pos i t i ve impact on educat i on and 

vocat i ona l t ra i n i ng pr imar i ly t hrough i ncreased tax revenue and apprent ice  emp l oyment opportun i t i e s . 

DOE a l so acknow l edges that I daho ' s  educat i ona l i n st i tut i ons  are a va l ua b l e  resource for the I N EL and 

S I S  P roject . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat t he S I S  Project wou l d  have a negat i ve effect on educat i on ,  and that 

un i vers i t i e s  shou l d  not be used for warfare-re l ated research . 

The DOE be l i eves t hat the S I S  P roject may have a pos i t i ve ,  rather t han a negat i ve ,  impact 

on educat i on pr imar i ly through i ncreased tax revenues . The un i vers i t i es wou l d  not be i nvo l ved i n  

warfare-re l ated research for t he S I S  P roject . 

5 . 2 7 . 1 6 

Comment : 

I t  was s tated t hat t he S I S  Project wou l d  force l oca l bus i nesses  to ra i se current standards 

of workmansh i p .  

5 . 2 7-25  

Response:

Hiqher

Response:

Response:

General 



t h i s  E I S .  

Whether the S I S  P roject wou l d  ra i s e  current s tandards o f  workmansh i p  i s  beyond the  scope of 

5 . 27 . 1 7  Rea l Estate 

Corrment :  

Rev i ewers s tated that the S I S  Project wou l d  negat i ve ly i mpact the rea l estate bus i ness  and 

lower property va l ues . Others s tated t hat t he S I S  Project wou l d  protect property va l ues . 

It i s  h i gh ly  un l i ke l y  that t he S I S  P roject wou ld  negat i v e ly i mpact t he rea l estate 

bus i ness . I t  i s  more l i ke ly  that i t  cou ld  potent i a l ly benef i t  rea l estate because of the modest 

i nc reased emp loyment and assoc i ated need for hou s i ng .  Th i s  r i se in hous i ng demand may he lp to 

stab i l i ze or  poss i b l y  i nc rease property va lues . 

5 . 27-26  

Response:

Response:



5 . 28 S I S  TECHNOLOGY 

5 . 28 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed concern t hat advanced techno l ogy creates env i ronment a l  prob l ems and l eads 
to  more comp l i cated l i ves . I t  was a l so stated that new techno l og i es need to be used to s o l ve prob l ems 

and a l l ow other techno l og i es to  deve l op .  

Wh i l e the Spec i a l  I s otope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project wou l d  ut i l i ze the advanced techno l ogy of 

Atom i c  Vapor Laser I s otope Separat i on ( AVL I S ) , t he purpose of t h i s  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement 

( E I S ) i s  to  assess  the potent i a l  env i ronment a l  consequences of the construct i on and operat ion  of the 

S I S  Project us i ng the AVL I S  tec h n i que rather t han the mer i t s  of advanced techno l ogy . Th i s  E I S  

appropr i at e l y  descr i bes t he AVL I S  techn i que ,  d i scusses the des i gn safety features t hat wou l d  be used 

to l im i t  or  m i t i gate consequences , and cons i ders the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequences in the event 

of an acc i dent . An Env i ronmenta l Assessment ( EA ) was prepared to ass i st the U . S .  Department of Energy 
( DOE ) w i t h  the dec i s i on on t he s e l ect i on of techn o l ogy used for the S I S  processes . 

5 . 28 . 2  Comment :  

Rev i ewers noted t hat , compared to other p l uton i um process i ng techno l og i es such  as reactors . 

the S I S  techno l ogy wou l d  be safer , c heaper , l ess  comp l ex ,  generate l ess  waste ,  and offer s i g n i f i cant 

advantages . Conver s e l y ,  it was stated that the S I S  techno l ogy has not been demonstrated to be an 

econom i ca l  process for process i ng fue l -grade p l uton i um ,  that the Off i ce  of Management and Budget ( OMB ) 

has sa i d  t hat S I S  wou l d  requ i re t he h i ghest cost of the var ious  methods of i nc reas i ng p l uton i um 

p roduct i o n ,  and t hat us i ng ex i s t i ng techno log ies  such as b l end i ng cou l d  save m i l l i ons  of tax do l l ars . 

The S I S  techno logy cannot be read i ly compared to e i ther a product i on reactor  or the chem i c a l  

separat i on p rocesses wh i ch curren t l y  are used to extract and recover mater i a l  i n  i rrad i ated fue l and 

targets . To t he extent t hat fue l -grade p l uton i um prev i ous l y  produced in a reactor i s  ava i l ab l e ,  the 

S I S  Project i s  re l at i ve l y  attract i ve w i t h  respect to waste generat i on and un i t  costs  for mater i a l  when 

compared to the product i on of new , h i gh ly  pur i f i ed p l uton i um that i s  requ i red for in b l end i n g .  Un l i ke 

b l end i n g ,  however the S I S  Project wou l d  not requ i re product ion  of add i t i ona l quant i t i es of p l uton i um .  

The S I S  Project represents  a cost-effect i ve means of meet i ng future req u i rements  f o r  weapon-grade 

p l uton i um compared to reactor-based product i on .  See the response t o  comment 7 . 1 4 regard i ng d i scuss ion  

of b l end i ng versus S I S  un i t  cos t s .  

5 . 28 . 3  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the S I S  Project i s  a separat i on fac i l i ty ,  not a fac i l i ty that p roduces 

new p l uton i um as a reactor wou l d .  

DOE concurs that the fac i l i ty wou l d  not produce new p l uton i um .  The S I S  Fac i l i ty takes 

ex i s t i ng p l uton i um not meet i ng weapon-grade i sotop i c  spec i f i cat i ons and i sotop i ca l l y pur i f i es t he 

mater i a l  to meet weapon-grade spec i f i cat i ons . 

5 . 28-1  

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 28 . 4  Comment :  

I t  was stated that c r i t i ca l i ty exper iments have not been performed on p l uton i um c h l o r i de .  

No c r i t i ca l i ty exper iments have been performed us i ng p l uton i um c h l or i de because of the d i ff i 

cu l ty o f  hand l i ng that compound i n  a cr i t i ca l  array . P l uton i um c h l or i de i s  very hygroscop i c  ( i . e . ,  

absorbs mo i st ure from the a i r )  and i s  s o l u b l e  i n  water . The quant i t ies  to  be used i n  the S I S  Fac i l i ty 

are sma l l  and wou l d  not approach the quant i t i e s  necessary for c r i t i c a l i ty .  Cr i t i ca l i ty ca lcu l at i on s  

a r e  based o n  conservat i ve est imates that have been ut i l i zed b y  other DOE s i tes hand l i ng p l uton i um 

c h l or ide .  

5 . 28 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the laser i sotope separat i on techn o l ogy i s  the l east expen s i ve method for 

process i ng fue l for commerc i a l  nuc l ear power p l ants . 

The purpose of th i s  E I S  i s  to assess  the env i ronmenta l consequences of the S I S  Project , wh i ch 

wou l d  use the AVL I S  techn i que for the i sotop i c  separat i on of DOE-owned fue l -grade p l uton i um to produce 

weapon -grade p l uton i um .  The AVL I S  techno l ogy i s  be i ng deve l oped under a separate program o f  DOE t o  

prov i de l ow-enr i ched ( i n  the i sotope U-235 ) uran i um t o  fue l commerc i a l  nuc l ear  power p lants . For the 

future , AVL I S  offer? l ower enr i chment costs than can be expected from ex i st i ng gaseous d i ffus i on  

uran i um enr i chment p lants . A l so see the response to comment 5 . 28 . 6 .  

5 . 28 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat the AVL IS/S I S  techn o l ogy and/or the S I S  Fac i l i ty cou l d  be used or eva l uated 

for other poss i b l e  app l i cat i ons , i nc l ud i ng i sotop i c  separat i on of other e l ements  or other forms of 

p l uton i um ,  i sotop i c  separat ion  for purposes not re lated to weapons ,  ref i nement of warhead mater i a l s  

for peacef u l  purposes , generat i on o f  h i gh-pu r i ty un i que mater i a l s ,  waste recyc l i ng and reduct ion , 

product i on of mate r i a l  for convent i ona l weapons ,  c l eanup of DOE-owned p l uton i um ,  deve lopment of a 

therma l source for sate l l i tes , or enr i chment of uran i um for reactor fue l . 

Th i s  E I S  assesses the potent i a l  env i ronment a l  impacts for const ruct ing  and opera t i ng the S I S  

Project t o  process DOE-owned fue l -grade p l uton i um i nto weapon-grade p l uton i um .  A l though the S I S  

Fac i l i ty may have the capab i l i ty to  perform add i t i ona l m i ss i ons such a s  those i nd i cated i n  Sect ion  

1 . 1 . 2 of the F i na l  E I S ,  none has been fo rma l ly eva l uated or proposed by  DOE . Any such proposa l wou l d  

be fu l ly subject to t h e  necessary techn i ca l ,  env i ronmenta l ,  and safety eva l uat i ons a n d  the 

requ i rements of Nat i ona l Env i ronment a l  P o l i cy Act ( NEPA ) .  

5 . 2 8 . 7  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that S I S  techno l ogy cou ld  he l p  s o l ve nuc lear waste pro b l ems , wou ld  reduce the 

amount of nuc lear waste by convert ing  it  i nto a usef u l  product , and wou l d  prov i de the techn o l ogy to 

c l ean up DOE-owned p l uton i um more safe l y ,  secure l y ,  and econom i ca l ly .  

5 . 28-2 

Response:

Response:

Response:



Th i s  E I S  assesses t he potent i a l  env i ronmenta l  impacts  for const ruct i ng and operat i ng the S I S  

Project t o  p rocess DOE-owned fue l -grade p l uton i um i nto weapon-grade p l uton i um .  A l t hough t he S I S  

Fac i l i ty may have the capab i l i ty t o  perform add i t iona l m i s s i ons such as  those i nd i cated i n  Sect i on 

1 . 1 . 2  of t he F i na l  E I S  and by the rev i ewer , none has been forma l ly eva l uated or p roposed by DOE . Any 

such proposa l  wou l d  be fu l ly subject to the necessary techn i ca l , env i ronmenta l ,  and safety eva l uat i ons  

and  t he requ i rements  of NEPA . 

5 . 28 . 8  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the AVL I S  p l uton i um techno l ogy has not been tested and proven , and t hat i t  

s hou l d  b e  comp l eted and tested pr i or t o  construct ing t he fu l l - sca l e  vers i on .  I t  was a l so s tated that 

go i ng from laboratory research to i ndust r i a l  product ion is unwarranted , poten t i a l ly  unsafe , and s hows 

l ack of c red i b l e  DOE management .  Add i t i ona l l y ,  i t  was s tated that the AVL I S  p l uton i um t echno logy i s  

not a s  we l l  demonstrated a s  the uran i um process , and that a sma l l -sca l e  prototype us i ng uran i um s hou l d  

b e  comp leted f i rst . 

Major fac i l i ty construc t i on act i v i t ies  for t he S I S  P roject wou l d  not beg i n  unt i l  after the 

fu l l - sca l e  un i t  demonstrat i on at Lawrence L i vermore Nat i ona l Laboratory ( LLNL ) has been comp leted . 

P l ant performance ver i f i cat ion  ( pPV ) test i ng i n  the eng i neer i ng demonstrat i on system ( EDS ) at LLNL  i s  

sched u l ed to  be comp leted by t he spr i ng o f  199 0 .  T he EDS w i l l  test t he fu l l - sca l e  un i t s  dest i ned for 

the product i on p l ant . Construc t i on of both t he l aser and p l uton i um process i ng bu i l d i ngs wou l d  not 

beg i n  unt i l  after the comp let i on of t he PPV tests . PPV tests w i l l  ensure t he safety and effect i veness 

of prototype separators , laser systems , and p l uton i um process i ng systems before approva l  is g i ven to  

beg i n  s ubstant i a l  p l ant  construc t i on .  

Uran i um and p l uton i um enr i c hment by the AVL I S  process have major d i fferences s uch as  

c r i t i ca l i ty ,  rad i at i on dose leve l s ,  and  chem i c a l  forms . A sma l l - sca l e  prototype u s i ng uran i um wou l d  

t herefore n o t  b e  appropr i ate f o r  demonstrat i ng AVL I S  app l i cab i l i ty to p l uton i um .  

5 . 28 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project shou l d  be dep l oyed for nat i ona l  secur i ty reason s ,  to  

prov i de a cont i ngency aga i ns t  i nterrupt i ons to p l uton i um product i on ,  and to keep U . S .  technology in  

pace w i th the  Sov i et s ' .  ( The 1986 l etter from DOE and Department of Defense ( DOD ) secretar i es to  the 

OMB was referenced ) . 

As s tated i n  both t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  t he DOE concurs that the S I S  P roject shou l d  

b e  dep l oyed to prov i de cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  a n d  techno log i ca l  d i vers i ty  i n  support i ng 

weapon-grade p l uton i um and acknow l edges t hat t he S I S  P roject represents many s i gn i f i cant advances i n  

techno logy.  T he l etter to  t he d i rector of OMB , dated January 13 , 1986 , from t he Secretar i es of 

Defense and Energy conf i rmed t he i r  support for S I S  dep l oyment . 

5 . 28-3 

Response:

Response:

Response:





5 . 29 TRANSPORTAT I O N  CON S I DERAT I ONS  

5 . 29 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the d i scuss i on on t ransportat i on and hand l i ng of rad i oact i ve mater i a l s  i n  

t he Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) was i nadequate and the ana lys i s  def i c i ent  o r  unacceptab l e ,  

and that many o f  the concerns about t ransport of mater i a l s  are unres o l ved . Spec i f i c  add i t i ona l 

i nformat i on was requested on i nd i v i dua l t ra i n i ng ,  c leanup costs , product and feed t ransport 

conta i ners , emergency response , and hazards . 

T h e  Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S  i nc l ude a descr i pt i on of p l anned transportat i on of Spec i a l  

I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) feed , product , by-product , and wastes . The ana lys i s  o f  potent i a l  

t ransportat i on impact s  presented i n  the Draft E I S  i nc l udes rad i o l og i ca l  impacts o f  norma l 

transportat i on and t ransportat i on acc i dents ,  and phys i c a l  i n jur i es res u l t i ng from acc i dents .  The 

methods used i n  t h i s  ana lys i s  are d i scussed and references prov i ded for more deta i l s ( Sec t i ons  

4 . 1 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 3 . 3 . 2 ,  and  Append i x  A ) . The  F i na l  E I S  was  expanded to i nc l ude transportat i on of  

by-product and  wastes ( Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 2 ) and  a more deta i l ed descr i pt i on of the ana lyt i c a l  methods 

used . An ana lys i s  of the impacts of offs i te s h i pments  of t ransuran i c  wastes was a l so i nc l uded . For 

more 'i nformat i on on r i sks  assoc i ated w i th transportat i on ,  see the response to  comment 5 . 29 . 2 .  

The est imated c l eanup costs of the most severe acc i dent i nvo l v i ng the transport of p l uton i um i n  

an urban area w i t h  h i gh popu l at i on dens i ty wou l d  b e  re lat i ve l y  h i g h ;  however , the overa l l  r i sk of 

i ncurr i ng such costs i s  re lat i ve ly sma l l  g i ven the ext reme l y  l ow probab i l i ty of suc h  an acc i dent 

occurr i ng .  The consequences o f  a severe acc i dent i nvo l v i ng t he t ransport o f  p l uton i um are presented 

in the U . S .  Nuc l ear Regu l atory Comm i ss i on ( NRC ) f i na l  env i ronmenta l impact statement on rad i oact i ve 

mater i a l  t ransport ( NRC , 1977b ) i n  terms of both the number of potent i a l  l atent cancer fata l i t i e s  and 

the econom i c  consequences ( e . g . , c l eanup and agr icu l tura l products ) . The consequences of the severe 

p l uton i um acc i dent p resented in the 1977  NRC NUREG-0170  ( Reference NRC 1977b , in the Draft E I S  and t he 

F i n a l  E I S ) are probab ly  h i gher t han those assoc i ated w i t h  S I S  s h i pment of p l uton i um because of 

improved conta i nment afforded by the current safe secure transport ( SST ) . I n  eva l uat i ng both the 

consequences and r i sks  of rad i oact ive  mater i a l  t ransport , i nc l ud i ng severe acc i dents ,  t he NRC 

conc l uded that "the r i sk s  attendant to  acc i dents i nvo l v i ng rad i oact i ve mater i a l  s h i pments  are 

suff i c i ent ly  sma l l  to a l l ow cont i nued s h i pments  by a l l  modes . "  For more i nformat i on on t ra i n i ng and 

emergency response , see the responses to  comments 5 . 29 . 57 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  and 5 . 29 . 67 .  Based on the 

i nformat i on presented and d i scussed in the F i n a l  E I S ,  no unreso l ved i s sues were i dent i f i ed .  

5 . 29 . 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the Draft E I S  had i nadequate coverage of the r i sks  assoc i ated w i t h  a 

t ransportat i on acc i dent . Converse l y ,  i t  was a l so stated by others that the transportat ion  r i sks have 

been carefu l ly ana lyzed . 

R i sk s  assoc i ated w i th t ransportat i on are covered i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 3  of the F i n a l  E I S .  The 

ana lys i s  of t ransportat i on acc i dents and the i r  assoc i ated r i sks was conducted in cooperat i on w i t h  

Sand i a  Nat i ona l  Laborato r i es ( SNL ) , experts i n  the r i sk ana lys i s  o f  t h e  transportat i on o f  nuc lear 

mater i a l s .  Standard ana l yt i ca l  computer codes , deve l oped and ma i nta i ned by SNL , were used . I nput to  

these codes i nc l uded t he c haracter i st i c s  of S I S  feed , produc t ,  and  by-product , the acc i dents that 

m i ght occur , and S I S-spec i f i c  route character i st i cs . Add i t i on a l  i nformat i on has been prov i ded i n  

Append i x  A . 3 ,  Rad i o l og i ca l  Impacts o f  Transportat i on ,  of the F i na l  E I S  o n  waste and by-product 

tran sportat i on .  

5 . 29 - 1  

Response:

Response:



5 . 29 . 3  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that t he mode l ,  ana lys i s ,  and i nput parameters used to assess t he r i sks 

assoc i ated w i t h  t ransportat i on were woefu l ly i nadequate and underest i mated t he r i sks , and t hat t h i s  

Draft E I S  i s  worse t han most w i t h  respect t o  t ransportat i on . 

The mode l assumpt i ons  and r i sks for t ransportat ion  are covered i n  Append i x  A . 3  of the F i na l  

E I S .  The ana lys i s  o f  transportat i on acc i dents and t he i r  assoc i ated r i sk s  was conducted i n  cooperat i on 

w i t h  SNL , expert s i n  t ran�portat ion  r i sk assessment . S tandard ana lyt i ca l  computer codes , deve l oped 

and ma i nta i ned by SNL , were used . I nput to these codes i nc l uded the c haracter i st i cs  of S I S  feed , 

product , and by-product ,  and S I S -spec i f i c  route character i s t i c s . Mode l assumpt i ons  and data were 

conservat i ve in that they tended to max i m i ze ca l cu lat ed r i sks . Based on the  i nformat i on presented i n  

t h e  Draft E I S  and t h e  F i na l  E I S ,  the r i sks  d o  not appear to b e  underest imated . 

5 . 29 . 4  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that t here was i nadequate d i scus s ion  of emergency responses requ i red i n  the 

event of a transportat i on acc i dent . 

S ect i on 4 . 6  o f  t h e  F i n a l  E I S  prov i des add i t i ona l i n format i on and b r i ef ly d i scusses stat e ,  

l oca l ,  county , and DOE emergency response p l ans . These p l an s  conta i n  spec i f i c  emergency response 

procedures and def i ne respons i b i l i t i e s  for the var i ous respond i ng agenc i es .  A vast network of 

Federa l ,  stat e ,  and l oca l response capab i l i ty i s  ava i l a b l e  for emergency s i tuat i on s . 

5 . 29 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that env i ronmen t a l  concerns were not addressed adequate l y ,  spec i f i ca l l y ,  

adequacy o f  t ransport casks , l eaks at  t h e  Waste I so lat i on P i l ot P l ant  (W I P P ) , and durat i on o f  

t emporary I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer ing  Laboratory ( I NEL ) waste storage . 

Conta i ners  u sed to sh i p  mater i a l s  wou l d  be e i ther NRC-cert i f i ed or approved for use by the  

Department of Transportat i on ( DOT ) . For more i nformat i on on cask construct i on and safety ,  see the  

response to  comment 5 . 29 . 4 1 .  See the response to  comment 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  regard ing  l eaks at the W I PP and 

temporary I N EL  waste storage . 

5 . 2 9 . 6  Comment :  

Rev i ewers stated t hat the t ransportat i on acc i dent assumpt i ons  were i ncorrect and that tota l 

number of s h i pments ,  r i sk s ,  and quant i ty of mater i a l  to be s h i pped were undere st imated or  

specu lat ive . 

capab i l i t i e s .  

Spec i f i c  assumpt i ons  ment i oned were the safety of the cask and emergency response 

Convers e l y ,  it was noted that the  assumpt i ons  are ext reme ly  conservat i v e .  

The exact number of sh i pments  of S I S -re lated sen s i t i ve nuc l ear  mater i a l s  i s  c l ass i f i ed ;  how

eve r ,  conservat i ve assumpt i ons  and data were used in the ana lys i s  ( see the response to  comment 

5 . 29 . 2 1 ) . Therefore , the t ransportat i on r i sks  for these mate r i a l s  have not been underest imated . 

5 . 29-2 

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



Add i t i ona l t ransportat i on scena r i os ( e . g . , by-product s h i pped to the W I PP rather t han to t he ons i te 

storage vau l t ) have been ana lyzed i n  the F i na l  E I S . Acc i dent assumpt i ons  are i nc l uded i n  the F i n a l  

E I S  f o r  e i ght acc i dent sever i ty categor i es ( F i na l  E I S ,  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 3 . 3 ) . T h e  F i na l  E I S  a l so i nc l udes 

a compar i son of transportat i on i mpacts for the 30-year operat i ona l l i fe of the S I S  Project . A l l  

s h i pment conf i gurat i ons  for S I S -re lated mater i a l s  w i l l  meet or exceed NRC standards and there i s  an 

on-go i n g  emergency response t ra i n i ng program for a l l  s h i pments .  ( See the  response to comment 5 . 7 . 5  

for add i t i ona l i nformat i on on emergency responses . ) 

5 . 29 . 7  Comment : 

Rev i ewers s tated t here was an underest imat i on of the re l ease f ract i ons , no bas i s  for the  

assumpt i ons  made to determ i ne the re l ease fract i ons , and i nsuff i c i ent  i nformat i on to  i ndependent ly  

ver i fy the  conc l us i ons . I t  was  asked i f  tests  had  been performed t o  determ i n e  i f  the s i ze  of the  

conta i ner breach affected the  re l ease fract i on . 

The bas i s  f o r  t h e  re l ease f ract i ons  used i n  t he t ransportat i on r i sk ana lys i s  i s  d i scussed o n  

pages A-48 to A - 5 0  of t h e  Draft E I S  a n d  the  F i na l  E I S .  The re l ease f ract i ons  were based o n  re l ease 

f ract ion  va l ues in  t he pub l i c ly ava i l a b l e  NRC document NUREG-0 1 7 0  ( Reference NRC 1 9 7 7 b ,  in  the Draft 

E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S , Append i x  A ) for e i ght  separate acc i dent seve r i ty categor i es .  The add i t i ona l 

protect ion  prov i ded by the S ST was based on the c lass i f i ed Safety Ana lys i s  Report for the SST 
( Reference SNL , 1 9 7 6 ,  in Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  Append i x  A ) . 

The performance standards for Type 8 packag i ng exceed t he sever i ty of more than 99 percent of 

a l l  h i ghway acc i dents . Th i s  is d i scussed in N UREG-0 1 7 0  and N UREG/CR-4829 ( see References ) . 

Under certa i n  cond i t i ons , the  s i ze of the conta i ner breach cou l d  affect the r e l ease f ract i on .  

The most recent ava i l ab l e  test data were used i n  the ana lyses presented i n  the E I S .  

References :  

McWh i rter , M . , R .  G .  Brook s ,  J .  M .  Stomp , and L .  A .  D i l l i ngham , " F i na l Report on Spec i a l  Tests 

of  P l uton i um Ox i de S h i p p i ng Conta i ners to  FAA F l i ght  Recorder Surv i vab i l i ty Standards , "  SAND75-0446 ,  

Sand i a  Nat i ona l Laborator i e s ,  A l buquerque ,  NM ,  September 197 5 .  

Bonzon , L .  L . ,  "F i na l  Report o n  Spec i a l  Impact Tests o f  P l uton i um Sh i p p i ng Conta i ners , Descr i p

t i on of Test Resu l ts , "  SAND76-0437 , Sand i a  Nat i ona l Laborato r i es , A l buquerque , NM ,  February 1977 . 

F i scher , L .  E .  et a l . ,  "Sh i p p i ng Conta i ner Response to Severe H i ghway and Ra i lway Acc i dent 

Cond i t i ons , "  NUREG/CR-4829 , UC I D-20733 , Nuc l ear  Regu latory Comm i s s i on ,  Wash i ngton , DC , February 1987 . 

5 . 29 . 8  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated t hat re l ease fract i ons  as ca l c u l ated for p l uton i um ox i de may underes t imate the 

potent i a l  re l ease f rom an acc i dent if  p l uton i um in  another form were i nvo l ved . 

The method of c a l c u l at i ng the re l ease fract i ons  i s  desc r i bed i n  Append i x  A ,  pages A-48 to A-5 0 ,  

o f  t he Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S .  The approach i s  conservat i v e ,  cons i stent w i t h  ava i l a b l e  data , and 

i s  based on nat i ona l ly and i nternat i ona l ly accepted methodo l ogy . S I S  s h i pments  wou l d  cons i s t  of meta l 
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i n  bu l k  form and p l uton i um ox i de i n  powder form .  The phys i ca l  d i fference between b u l k  and powder 

forms was accounted for in the ana lys i s  by u s i ng appropr iate d i sper s i v i ty category va l ues  as descr i bed 

i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  Append i x  A .  

5 . 29 . 9  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that re l ease fract i ons  were not presented for each category of mater i a l  

s h i pped . 

The categor i e s  of mater i a l  were i dent i f i ed and eva l uated separate ly by use of appropr i ate 

re l ease fract i ons , etc . ,  as desc r i bed i n  Append i x  A of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  Sec t i on A . 3 ,  

page A-5 0 .  

5 . 29 . 1 0 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that , i n  the Draft E [ S ,  p l uton i um source terms and re l ease fract i ons  re l at i ng 

to transportat i on acc i dents were underest imated . 

The source term i s  the amount of mater i a l  ava i l ab l e  for d i spersa l as the res u l t  of an acc i 

dent . The re l ease fract ion  c a l c u l at i ons  are desc r i bed i n  Append i x  A ,  Sec t i on A . 3 ,  of the Draft E I S  

and the F i na l E I S . S i nce the re l ease fract i ons  are conservat i ve ,  con s i stent w i t h  ava i l ab l e  data , and 

are based on nat i ona l ly and i nternat i ona l ly accepted methodo l ogy , the source terms have not been 

underest imated . See the response  to comment 5 . 29 . 7  for add i t i ona l comments on the bas i s  for the 

r e l ease fract i ons  used . 

5 . 29 . 1 1 Comment : 

Rev i ewers requested that the spec i f i c  N UREG-0 1 7 0  mode l ( e i ther Mode l I or Mode l I I ) used to 

ca lcu late  re l ease fract i ons be i dent i f i ed and any mod i f i cat i ons  used for ca lcu l at i ons  be exp l a i ned .  

Mode l I I  i n  Tab l e  5-8 from N UREG-0 1 7 0  ( Reference NRC , 1977b  i n  Draft E I S  and t h e  F i na l  E I S ,  

Appen d i x  A ) was used a s  the source o f  re l ease fract i on data for Type B conta i ners . The c a l c u lat i on 

for the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  wh ich  i s  exp l a i ned i n  deta i l  i n  Appen d i x  A ,  Sect ion  A . 3 ,  used the 

Type B re l ease f ract i ons as part of the ca l cu lat ion and took i nto  account the add i t i o n a l  protec t i on 

prov i ded by the SST . Thus , the overa l l  s h i pment conf i gu rat i on qu i te reasonab ly  has re l ease fract i ons  

d i fferent f rom those  for  a Type B a lone . 

5 . 29 . 1 2 Comment :  

Rev i ewers stated that the c a l cu lat ion  of i nha l ab l e  part i c l es was underest i mated because the 

wrong cutoff s i ze was s e l ected and that sma l l  a i rborne part i c les  composed on ly  50 percent of the waste 

be i n g  transported when the actua l va lue  is as h i gh as 80 percent . 
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On ly  part i c les  l ess  than 1 0  m i crons i n  s i ze (mean aerodynam i c  d i ameter ) are cons i dered resp i r

ab l e  ( i nha l ab l e ) aeroso l s .  Th i s  i s  cons i stent w i t h  the l ung mode l deve l oped by the I n ternat i ona l Com

m i s s i on on Rad i o log i ca l  P rotec t i on ( I CRP ; see Reference ) . I n  t h i s  mode l ,  9 0  percent (mass percentage ) 

of a l l  a i rborne part i c les  between 1 0  and 2 0  m i c rons (mean aerodynam i c  d i ameter )  and 1 00 percent of a l l  

part i c les  over 2 0  m i crons (mean aerodynam i c  d i ameter ) are depos i ted i n  the nasopharyngea l reg i on ; that 

i s ,  they never reach the l u n g .  I n so l ub l e  part i cu lates , s u c h  as p l uton i um a n d  p l uton i um o x i de ,  are 

typ i ca l ly c l eared from the nasopharyngea l reg i on w i t h i n  a few hours . Resp i rab le  aeroso l s  may be 

generated by impact forces and , more important l y ,  by f i re .  Bu lk  p l uton i um meta l  i s  d i ff i c u l t  to  

aeros o l i ze  by e i ther mechan i sm .  The p l uton i um o x i d e ,  a l t hough i t  w i l l  n o t  burn , i s  more d i spers i b l e  

when i n  powder form , and t h i s  was accounted for i n  the ana lys i s  by the d i spers i v i ty category 

ass i gnment ,  as d i scussed i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S ,  Append i x  A .  The resp i rab l e  aeroso l s  

potent i a l ly generated i n  severe acc i dents are , therefore , est imated i n  a conservat i ve ,  

mater i a l -spec i f i c  manner . 

References : 

I nternat i o n a l  Comm i ss ion  on Rad i o l og i ca l  P rotect i on ( I CRP ) , 1 979 . I CRP Pub l i cat ion  3 0 ,  Supp le

ment to Part  1 ,  Anna l s  of  the  I CRP  3 ( 1 -4 ) , Pergamon Pres s ,  Oxford . 

Denn i s ,  R . , ( Ed . ) , "Handbook on Aeroso l s , "  T I D-26608 , Techn ica l I nformat ion  Center ,  Energy 

Research and Deve lopment Adm i n i strat i on ,  1976 . 

5 . 29 . 1 3 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that a 1 - i nch-d i ameter ho l e  i n  t he cask was i n suff i c i ent ly  sma l l  to use for 

re l ease ca l cu lat ions . 

A 1 - i nch  ho l e  was not used as an i ndex of severe conta i ner damage i n  t he ana l ys i s  i n  the Draft 

E I S  and the F i na l  E I S . The comment referen C i ng a ho l e  of t h i s  d i ameter apparent ly  i s  der i ved from an 

unre l ated ana lys i s  of potent i a l  sabotage of unescorted Type B casks carry i ng spent fue l ( see 

Reference ) . Th i s  is not app l i cab l e  to  the acc i dent r i sk ana lys i s  descr i bed in the Draft E I S  and t he 

F i na l  E I S ,  Append i x  A ,  and the reference was ne i ther used nor c i ted i n  the Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S  

ana lys i s .  

Reference : 

Sandova l ,  R .  P . , et a l . ,  "An Assessment of t he Safety of Spent Fue l Transportat i on i n  Urban 

Env i rons , "  SAND82-236 5 ,  Sand i a  Nat i ona l  Laborator ies , A l buquerque , NM , June 1983 . 

5 . 29 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was noted that 20-year cumu lat i ve r i sks were not i nc l uded i n  the Draft E I S .  

Transportat ion  r i sks , l i ke other r i sks  assoc i ated w i t h  t he S I S  P roject , were p resented on an 

annua l bas i s .  Th i s  a l l ows d i rect compar i son o f  the var i ous r i sks posed by the S I S  P roject  w i t h  r i sk s  
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from other human act i v i t i es . S ect i on 4 . 5  of the  F i na l  E I S  p rov i des a parametr i c  ana lys i s  of 

c umu l at i ve r i sks  for 1 0 ,  20,  and 3 0  years of S I S  operat i on . 

5 . 29 . 1 5 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the assumpt i ons  and quant i t i es used i n  the Draft E I S  for transport stop 

t ime , wh i ch can have a ma jor i mpact on the overa l l  r i sk assessment ,  were not accurate and not 

supported by i ndependent stud i es . Concern was expressed over whether a stop t ime reduct ion  cou l d  be 

adequate l y  supported by conversat i on w i t h  an i nd i v i dua l at  Sand i a .  

The stop t ime i s  based o n  actu a l  operat i ona l requ i rements for SST s h i pment s .  The reference 

p rov i ded for t h i s  i n format i on is a person a l  commun i cat i on w i t h  an i nd i v i dua l know l edgeab l e  about t hese 

requ i rements .  The spec i f i c  requ i rements are c l ass i f i ed .  The decreased stop t ime does res u l t  i n  a 

decrease i n  i n c i dent-free r i s k ,  but has no effect on acc i dent r i sk ca l c u l at ion . Tot a l  stop t ime may 

be apport i oned i nto any number of stops . The number of stops has no essent i a l  i n f l uence on the r i sk 

ca l c u l at i on . The tota l t ime spent at stops , a l ong w i th certa i n  c haracter i s t i cs of the stop l ocat i ons , 

i s  what determ i nes the stop-re l ated component of i nc i dent-free r i s k .  

5 . 29 . 1 6 Comment :  

Rev i ewers noted that route-spec i f i c  data and ana lys i s  uncert a i n t i e s  were not d i sc l osed , and 

a l so t hat  on l y  nat iona l , rather than spec i f i c ,  data for the actua l routes for S I S  s h i pments were 

used . Data concern ing  weather-re l eated road c l osures and t ruck access to  roads were of part i c u l a r  

i nterest . 

The t ransportat i on impact assessment i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  uses both route

spec i f i c  and nat i on a l  average transportat ion  data . The route-spec i f i c  data i nc l ude tota l d i stance , 

adjacent popu l at i on , and f ract i on of t he route on var i ous types of roads ( e . g . , rura l , urban , o r  

s uburban ) .  The road-type fract i ons  are t hen comb i ned w i th nat i ona l average t ruck acc i dent data for 

each road type . The nat iona l  average data used i n  the ana lys i s  des c r i bed i n  t he D raft E I S  y i e l d  

accurate r i sk est imates for t he c ross-country routes t o  wh i ch t hey were app l i ed . The S N L  has 

conducted a number of tests to  demonstrate the va l i d i ty of th i s  conc l us i on . Data i nc l uded i n  the 

F i na l  E I S  show t hat t he nat iona l  average comb i nat i on t ruck acc i dent rate on i n terstate h i ghways i s  

about 3 . 1  x 1 0-7  acc i dent/km . The average for on ly  those states t hrough wh i ch representat i ve S I S  

s h i pments  wou l d  pass i s  3 . 2  x 1 D-7  acc i dent/km . State average acc i dent rates a long the n i ne 

separate representat i ve routes for S I S  s h i pments  range f rom 2 . 1  x 1 0
- 7  

to 4 . D  x 1 D
-7  

acc i dent/km . 

These rates are for a l l  p roperty-damage acc i dents i nvo l v i ng comb i nat i on t rucks and are much h i gher 

t han the rates for severe acc i dents . T h i s  l im i ted var i ab i l i ty in acc i dent rates s upports t he use of 

nat i on a l  average data for S I S  s h i pments .  For ons i te s h i pments ,  t he ana lys i s  does account for re l evant 

s i te-spec i f i c  factors such as low popu l at i on den s i t y .  

Weather-r e l ated road c l osures i n  t h e  reg i on are not expected to  affect t h e  r i sk est i mates . 

E ffects  due to weather w i l l  be kept to a m i n imum by cons i der ing  actu a l  and forecast road cond i t ions  

and  by  not  d i spatch i ng t rucks i n  e i ther bad  weather or  under poor  forecast cond i t ions . Rest r i ct i ng  

truck t ransport to  good weather cond i t i ons  wou l d  reduce the overa l l  t ruck acc i dent rate by  about 1D  

percent ( NUREG-D 1 7 0 ,  Sect i on 6 . 3 . 3 ) . S i nce acc i dents assoc i ated w i th  t ravel  i n  poor weather 

cond i t ions  are i nc l uded in the DOT acc i dent-rate data that were used in the r i sk ana lys i s ,  the r i sk 

est imate i s  s l i ght ly  conservat i ve w i t h  respect to t h i s  parameter . Second , i n  the un l i k e l y  event of an 

unforeseen road c l osure , rad i o log i c a l  impacts wou l d  be assoc i ated ma i n ly w i th an i nc rease in stop t ime 

and 
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perhaps an i ncrease/decrease i n  d i stance t rave l ed ( e . g . ,  i f  a veh i c l e  were a b l e  to use  an a l ternat i ve  

route ) . S i nce on ly one or a few s h i pments  wou ld  be affected on an annua l bas i s ,  the overa l l  annua l 

i nc i dent-free r i sk est imate wou l d  not change s ign i f i cant l y .  

See t h e  response to  comment 5 . 29 . 2 1 for i nformat i on o n  ana lys i s  uncerta i n t ies . 

5 . 29 . 1 7 Comment :  

Rev i ewers noted that acc i dent/r i sk data for past p l uton i um s h i pments  were not i nc l uded . 

From 1 9 7 1  to  1982 on ly  one s h i pment conta i n i ng p l uton i um was i nv o l ved i n  a n  acc i dent w i th n o  

resu l tant re l ease of p l uton i um .  See the response to comment 5 . 29 . 28 for deta i l s .  

5 . 29 . 18 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that area-spec i f i c  h i ghway acc i dent stat i st i cs  are ava i l ab l e  and suggested 

t hat the r i sk in I daho be c a l c u l ated w i thout the d i l uted U . S .  accl dent factor . Rev i ewers noted 

concern over the var i a t i on in t ruck acc i dent rates and pO i nt ed out that spec i f i c  acc i dent data for 

I daho , Co l orado , and Was h i ngton h i ghways were not used . I t  was stated that the nat iona l  averages are 

based on a study done i n  Ca l i forn i a ,  wh ich  appears i ncons i s tent w i th nat i on a l  h i ghway cond i t i ons  and 

t he Bureau of Motor Veh i c l es '  stat i st i cs .  

The nat i ona l average data for i nterstate h i ghways pub l i shed by the DOT are for acc i dents t hat 

occur on the ent i re i nterstate h i ghway system i nc l ud i ng I daho , Co lorado , and Wash i ngton . They are 

actua l acc i dent rates ( i . e . , acc i dents per veh i c l e -k i l ometer ) and , because they represent many 

m i l l i ons of  tot a l  veh i c le-k i l ometers of t rave l ,  t hey are h i gh ly  re l i a b l e  stat i st i ca l ly .  The tota l 

acc i dent rates for I daho , Co lorado , and Was h i ngton are a l l  l ower t han the nat i onw i de average ( see the 

response  to  comment 5 . 29 . 33 for spec i f i c  dat a ) . I f  the state data were used,  then t he r i sk est imate 

wou l d  be based on fewer t ruck acc i dents per k i l ometer and wou l d  be a less conservat i ve est imate . 

Therefore , use of nat i ona l average acc i dent rate data i s  approp r i ate for ca l c u l at ion  of tot a l  r i sk . 

See a l so the response to comment 5 . 29 . 1 6 for more i nformat i on on acc i dent rate var i ab i l i t y .  

5 . 29 . 1 9 Comment : 

I t  was noted that worst-case doses for an acc i dent were m i s s i n g ,  i nc l ud i ng rates for t he 

i nd i v i dua l exposed to the max imum extent or for the most sens i t i ve popu l at i ons  ( i . e . , pregnant women 

and ch i l dren ) . 

The t ransportat i on r i sks presented i n  the Draft E I S  and t h e  F i n a l  E I S  are the 

transport i ng a l l  S I S  rad i oact i ve  mater i a l  and i n c l ude acc i dents of vary i ng sever i ty .  

any i nd i v i dua l acc i dent are h i gh ly  dependent on the c i rcumstances of the acc i dent and 

annua l r i sk from 

The r i sks from 

the 

character i st i c s  of the area in  wh i ch it  occurs . R i sk is  u sed as a bas i s  for compar i son because it  i s  

a n  i ntegrated measure o f  t he consequences o f  the acc i dent and i t s  p robab i l i ty of occurrence . The r i sk 

from a l ess  severe acc i dent w i th l ower doses and h i gh p robab i l i ty i s  no l ess  important t han the most 

severe acc i dent w i t h  very h i gh doses and extreme ly  l ow probab i l i ty .  Refer t o  the tota l r i sk 

d i scuss i on i n  Append i x  A of the F i n a l  E I S .  
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Ava i l a b l e  i nformat i on about var i at i on i n  dose-effect re lat i onsh i p s  i s  d i scussed i n  I CRP Pub l i 

cat i on 2 7  and NUREG/CR-4214 ( see References ) . W i th regard t o  i n  utero exposure , "no excess cancer 

deaths  have been observed among those exposed in utero . . . .  in H i rosh ima and Nagasak i "  ( see 

References ) . The r i sk factors deve loped by t he ICRP have been used due to  t he l ack of author i tat ive  

factors for spec i f i c  groups w i t h i n  the popu l at i on .  

References : 

I nt ernat i ona l Comm i s s i on on Rad i o l og i c a l  P rotect i on ( J CRP ) , 1 9 7 7 ,  "Prob l ems I nvo l ved i n  

Deve lop i ng a n  I ndex o f  Harm , "  I CRP Pub l i cat i on  2 7 ,  Anna l s  o f  t he ICRP 1 ( 4 ) , Pergamon Pres s , Oxford . 

Evan s ,  J .  S .  et a l . ,  "Hea l t h  Effects Mode l for Nuc l ear  Power P l ant  Acc i dent Consequence 

Ana lys i s , "  NUREG/CR-42 1 4 ,  Nuc lear Regu l atory Comm i s s i on ,  Was h i ngton , DC , J u l y  1985 . 

T i l l ,  J .  E .  and H .  R .  Meye r ,  Eds . ,  "Rad i o l og i ca l  Assessment , "  NUREG/CR-3332 ,  ORNL-5968 , 

Nuc l ear  Regu l atory Comm i ss i on , Was h i ngton , DC , September 1983 . 

5 . 29 . 20 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that t ransportat ion  r i sks out s i de the reg i on for waste t ransport and ref i ned 

p l uton i um were not addressed . 

The fu l l  l engths of t he representat i ve routes for each s h i pment type , wh i ch i nc l ude t he routes 

both i n s i de and out s i de t he reg i on around t he S I S  s i te , were used to ca l c u l ate t he transportat i on 

r i sks  g i ven i n  t he Draft E I S  and t he F i na l E I S ,  Append i x  A .  Therefore , the nat i ona l t ransportat i on 

r i sks , not mere ly t he reg i on a l  r i sks , were ca lcu lated . The t ransport of ref i ned p l uton i um was 

i n c l uded ; i t  i s  t he mate r i a l  l abe l ed "product" i n  the ana lys i s  i n  the Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 29 . 2 1 Comment :  

Rev i ewers noted t hat t here was no acknowl edgment of the uncerta i n t ies  and l im i t at i ons  

assoc i ated w i th u s i ng t he RADTRAN mode l .  

There are severa l ways t o  deve l op  a r i sk est imate . One i s  to express  r i sk as a mean or aver

age accompan i ed by a standard dev i at i on or  some other stat i st i ca l  measure of uncerta i n t y .  Another i s  

t o  ass i gn conservat ive  va l ues ( i . e . ,  va l ues that tend t o  max i m i ze t he r i sk est imate ) t o  parameters 

w i t h  l a rge uncerta i nt i es to  generate cred i b le upper-bound r i sk est imates . Ne i t her  of these i s  i nher

ent ly  "better" t han t he othe r ,  but ca lcu l at i on of upper-bound r i sk va l ues  typ i ca l ly has been used for 

env i ronmenta l impact assessments .  The re levant parameters have been i dent i f i ed and exp l a i ned in t he 

text i n  Appen d i x  A of t he Draft E I S and the F i n a l  E I S .  

Regard i ng t he " l im i tat i on s"  of the computer code RADTRAN I l l ,  a b r i ef overv i ew of t he code may 

prov i de some perspect i ve .  RADTRAN was o r i g i na l ly deve loped t o  support the ana lyses i n  NUREG- 0 1 7 0 . 

The code has been mod i f i ed and ref i ned con s i derab ly  s i nce t hat t ime , and was t he source c ode for the 

I nternat i ona l Atom i c  Energy Agency ' s  I NTERTRAN code ( see Reference ) . S i nce RADTRAN I I I  ( Madsen et 

a l . ,  1986 in Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S ) was f i rst i s sued , add i t i on a l  ref i nement s  have been made . 

Th i s  was the code used for the Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S  ana lys i s ,  and i t  i s  now ava i l ab l e  free of 

c harge t o  a l l pub l i c users on t he TRANS NET system ( see Reference ) .  The code has been used t o  perform 
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numerous r i sk ana lyses for the U . S .  Department of Energy ' s  ( DOE ' s )  Off i ce of C i v i l i an Rad i oact i ve 

Waste Management and pr i vate users . The s i n g l e  greatest " l i m i tat i on"  fac i ng users of RADTRAN or any 

code of th i s  type i s  a scarc i ty of stat i st i ca l data for certa i n  i nput parameters . Th i s  d i ff ic u l ty can 

be overcome by us i ng conservat i ve est imates of these parameters ( i . e . , va l ues that tend to max im i ze 

the r i sk ) . The resu l t i ng r i sks tend to be overes t imates ( see References ) , but are appropr i ate fo r use 

as bound i ng est imates i n  env i ronmenta l documents . I n  th i s  context , use of con f i dence l im i ts as a 

measure of uncerta i nty wou ld  be i nappropr i ate . See the References for a d i scus s i on of the l im i tat i ons 

of parameter uncerta i nty ana lys i s .  

W i t h  respect to the comment regard i ng a sens i t i v i ty ana lys i s ,  an extens i ve ana lys i s  of the 

sens i t i v i ty of RADTRAN r i sk ca lcu lat i ons to  var i at i ons in  parameters was performed in  1986 ( see 

References ) for a samp l e  t ruck t ransport case . The parameters that had the greatest effect on t he 

i n c i dent-free r i sk ca l cu l at i on for truck t ransport were found to be , i n  decreas i ng order of 

importance , exposure d i stance wh i l e stopped ; Transportat i on I ndex ( T I ) va l ue ;  packages per s h i pment ; 

sh i pments  per year ;  KO 
( a factor that accounts for the shape of the package ) ; d i s tance t rave l ed ;  

number of persons exposed wh i l e s topped ; s top  t ime ; sh i pments  per  year ;  d i stance from source to crew ; 

and number of c rew members . A l l  of these a re e i t her determ i n i st i c  ( i . e . , have known , f i xed v a l ues for 

the p rob l em be i ng ana lyzed ) or  can be appropr iate ly  bounded by a conservat i ve assumpt ion . The 

acc i dent r i sk ca lcu lat i on was sens i t i ve to va l ues for re l ease fract ion  and for probab i l i ty of 

occurrence of acc i dent-sever i ty categor ies ; it was re l at i ve l y  i nsens i t i ve to c hanges i n  acc i dent rate 

or f ract i ons  of t rave l in urban and suburban popu lat i on-dens i ty zones . Consequent l y ,  where data are 

not ava i l ab l e ,  conservat i ve assumpt i ons  regard i ng package re lease fract i ons  and acc i dent-sever i ty

category probab i l i t i es are used as des c r i bed in Append i x  A of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S .  

References : 

Neuhauser ,  K .  S .  and P .  C .  Reardon , " A  Demonst rat i on Sens i t i v i ty Ana lys i s  for RADTRAN I I I , "  

SAND85- 1 00 1 ,  Sand i a  Nat i ona l Laborato r i es , A l buquerque , N M ,  October 1986 . 

E r i cson , A .  M .  and M .  E 1 ert ,  " I NTERTRAN : A System for Assess i ng the Impact f rom Transport i ng 

Rad i oact i ve Mater i a l , "  I AEA-TECDOC-287 , I n ternat i ona l Atom i c  Energy Agency , V i enna , Austr i a ,  1 983 . 

T i l l ,  J .  E .  and H .  R .  Meyer ,  Eds . , " Rad i o l og i ca l  Assessment , "  NUREG/CR-3332 ,  ORNL -5968 , 

Nuc l ear Regu latory Comm i ss i on , Wash i ngton , DC , September 1983 . 

Cashwe l l ,  J .  W . , "TRANSNET--On 1 i ne Transportat i on R i sk Ana lys i s  for Pub l i c  Use , "  SAND88-0568C , 

Sand i a  Nat i on a l  Laborator ies , A l buquerque , NM , March 1988 . 

5 . 29 . 2 2 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that t here was no conf i dence leve l i n d i cated or sens i t i v i ty ana lys i s  for the 

RADTRAN mode l in the Draft E I S ,  and the l ack of ava i lab l e  test i ng data made the mode l res u l t s  h i gh ly 

specu l at i ve .  I t  was noted , for examp l e ,  that a State of Utah study i nd i cated that i f  you i ncrease 

t ruck stop t ime by 10 percent , you i nc rease the tota l r i sk by approx i mate ly  7 percent . 

I n c reased stop t ime does i ncrease r i sk from norma l t ransport . The sens i t i v i ty ana lys i s  and 

conf i dence l eve l s  are d i scussed in the response to comment 5 . 29 . 2 1 .  The effects of stop t imes on 

overa l l  r i sk c a l c u l at i ons i s  d i scussed in the response to comment 5 . 29 . 1 5 .  
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5 . 29 . 23 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that t he mode l used to determ i ne the probab i l i ty of an acc i dent was f l awed 

and i n  part i c u l ar  d i d  not account for human erro r .  

Nat i ona l average data for i nterstate h i ghways and other roadway types are pub l i shed by the 

DOT . The former i nc l udes the ent i re i nterstate h i ghway system in  I daho . They are actua l acc i dent 

rates ( i . e . ,  acc i dents per veh i c l e - k i l ometers of trave l ) ,  and are h i gh ly re l i a b l e  stat i s t i ca l ly .  For 

s h i pments  of hundreds or t housands of k i l ometers of i nterstate trave l ,  t hese acc i dent rate data w i l l  

y i e ld an accurate tota l  r i sk est imate . Note that t he shortest offs i te s h i pment d i stance i s  a lmost 

1 , 000 k i lometers . That port i on of the tota l r i sk i ncurred w i t h i n  I daho may be est i mated separate ly  

us i ng state- l eve l data f rom t he DOT ' s  Bureau of Motor Carr i er  Safety ( 1 984 ) , wh i c h  g i ves  acc i dent 

rates  for I daho of 3 . 652 x 1 0-7  acc i dent per k i l ometer overa l l ,  and 3 . 375  x 1 0-7  acc i dent per 

k i l ometer for t he i nterstates . They are more t han a factor of 2 l ower t han t he nat i ona l average rate 
-6 of approx imate l y  1 x 10 t ruck acc ident per k i l ometer , wh i c h  i s  used i n  t he r i sk ana l ys i s .  I f  

rates for the State o f  I daho were use d ,  t hen the " share" o f  tota l r i sk a t t r i buta b l e  t o  I daho wou l d  be 

l ess  t han t hat ca l cu l ated by use of the nat i ona l average acc i dent rate . 

Human error as a cause of acc i dents I s  a l ready accounted for I n  t he acc i dent rate data used I n  

t he ana l ys i s .  The potent i a l  for human error dur ing  emergency response i s  be i ng addressed I n  on-go ing  

tra i n i ng programs for  potent i a l  emergency responders . 

5 . 29 . 24 Comment :  

Rev i ewers stated that proper response to  a re l ease and subsequent c l eanup was assumed w i t hout 

a d i scuss i on of spec i f i c  c l eanup methods or errors i nvo l ved in emergency response .  

C leanup wou l d  be carr i ed out i n  fu l l  comp l i ance w i th procedures out l i ned i n  t he emergency 

response procedures and w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  standards . The recommended c leanup l eve l for s urface 

contam i nat ion of p l uton i um recommended by t he U . S .  Env i ronmenta l Protect i on Agency ( EPA ) is 0 . 2  

m i crocur i e  per square meter ( see Reference ) . The S I S  P roject w i l l  meet these l im i t s ,  i f  c l eanup 

becomes necessary . Human error as a cause of acc i dents i s  a l ready accounted for i n  t he acc i dent rate 

data used in the ana l ys i s .  The potent i a l  for human error dur i ng emergency response i s  be i n g  addressed 

i n  on-go ing  tra i n i ng programs for potent i a l  emergency responders . 

Reference : 

"Proposed Gu i dance on Dose L im i t s  for Persons Exposed to Transuran i um E lements i n  t he Genera l 

Env i ronment , "  EPA 520/4-77-0 1 6 ,  U . S .  Env i ronment a l  Protect i on Agency , Off i ce of Rad i at i on Programs , 

Was h i ngton , DC , September 1977 . 

5 . 29 . 25  Comment : 

Rev i ewers s uggested t hat ca l c u l at i ons  to determ i ne background rad i at i on r i sk be i nc l uded i n  t he 

Draft E I S .  
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The bas i s  f o r  t h e  background r i sk ca lcu l at i ons i s  presented i n  Sect i on 3 . 1 . 6  and Append i x  A 

of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S .  Background doses were obta i ned f rom a var i ety of sources , wh i ch 

are referenced i n  t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  The convers i on of background doses t o  r i sk i s  

accomp l i shed us i ng the same methods app l i ed t o  S I S-re lated doses as descr i bed i n  Append i x  A .  

5 . 29 . 2 6  Comment : 

Rev i ewers suggested that the nume r i c  man i pu lat i ons for t ransportat i on r i sks be made ava i l ab l e  

i n  a c l ass i f i ed supp lement t o  the F i n a l  E I S  t o  a l l ow i ndependent ver i f i cat i on of DOE ' s  methodo l ogy . 

The r i sks of t ransport ing  feed , p roduct , by-product , and waste for the t hree a l ternat i ve 

l ocat i ons  have been i nc l uded i n  t he F i na l  E I S .  The i nformat ion  p resented on the methods used i n  

ca l c u l at i ng t ransportat i on i mpacts and the res u l t s  of these c a l cu l at i ons p rov i de adequate data to  

support the compar i sons of the var i ous a l ternat i ves . Therefore , t here is  no need for a c l ass i f i ed 

supp l ement to the F i na l  E I S  

5 . 29 . 27 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that t he t ransport assessment i n  the Draft E I S  d i d  not address the l a l uwan 

error factor ( human error ) . 

Human error as a cause of acc i dents i s  accounted for i n  the acc i dent rate data used i n  the 

acc i dent ana lys i s .  See t he responses t o  comments 5 . 29 . 27  and 5 . 29 . 64 for more deta i l ed i nformat i on on 

impact of human errors in packag i ng and on t ransportat ion . 

5 . 29 . 28 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted t here has been l i t t l e  or no exper i ence w i t h  nuc l ear veh i c l e  t ransport 

acc i dents ,  and therefore est imates on acc i dent r i sk must have a sma l l  degree of accuracy . 

The acc i dent rates used i n  the Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S  are f rom DOT data for the ent i re 

commerc i a l  s h i p p i ng i ndust ry ( i . e . , acc i dents on i nterstate h i ghways i n vo l v i ng at l east one commerc i a l  

tractor-tra i l er regard less  o f  pay load ) , and are based o n  m i l l i ons  o f  tota l veh i c le-k i l ometers of 

t rave l .  Ava i l a b l e  unc l as s i f i ed acc i dent/ i nc i dent data for rad i oact i ve  mater i a l s  s h i pments  i nd i cate , 

for examp l e ,  that for the 1 1 -year per i od from 197 1  to 1982 , a s i ng l e  s h i pment conta i n i ng  p l uton i um-239 
( and uran i um i sotopes ) was i nvo lved in a h i ghway acc i dent ( see Reference ) . I n  t he p l uton i um cas e ,  a 

Type B truck cask was i nvo l ved i n  a ro l lover acc i dent . Twenty-f i ve other s h i pments  i n  Type B 

packag i ngs  were a l so i nvo l ved i n  truck or ra i l  acc i dents i n  t h i s  t ime per i od ,  but none carr i ed 

p l uton i um .  There was n o  re l ease o f  rad i oact i ve  mater i a l  i n  any o f  these acc i dent s . An acc ident rate 

der i ved f rom t h i s  i nformat ion shou ld  not be used ; t he stat i s t i ca l  s i gn i f i cance wou l d  be quest i onab le  

because the tota l truck-k i l ometers i nvo lved are  re lat i ve ly sma l l  and  because few  acc i dents ( none w i th 

re l eases ) occurred . Data for c l ass i f i ed s h i pments  suffer from s im i l a r  stat i st i ca l l im i tat i ons . For 

t h i s  reason , nuc l ear  i ndustry s h i pments  were not the bas i s  for the acc i dent rate used in the Draft E I S  

and the F i na l  E I S . Genera l commerce data were used i n stead . 
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Reference : 

Wo l f f ,  T .  A . ,  "The Transportat i on of Nuc lear  Mate r ia l s , "  SAND84-0060 , Sand i a  Nat i ona l 

Laborato r i es , A l buquerque , NM , December 1984 . 

5 . 29 . 29 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that t ransportat i on r i sks were underest imated because the assumpt ion  that 

by-p roduct mater i a l  wou l d  not be s h i pped offs i te was made and not substant i ated . I t  was stated that 

e i ther the reasons for t h i s  assumpt i on shou l d  be g i ven in the EIS or  the s h i pment of these wastes to a 

h i gh- l eve l waste repos i tory or other appropr i ate term i nus  s hou ld  be addressed . 

DOE has not made a f i na l  determ i nat i on on t he poss i b le uses of S I S  by-product . I f  no use i s  

i dent i f i ed ,  the by-product w i l l  b e  s h i pped t o  the  W I PP . The r i sks assoc i ated w i t h  such s h i pments  

have , however , been i n c l uded i n  t he F i na l  E I S , Appen d i x  A . 3 .  

5 . 29 . 30  Comment :  

I t  was noted that assumpt i ons made regard i ng vo lat i l i ty and gaseous re l eases fo r a t ransporta

t i on acc ident were not l i sted . 

None of the major rad i onuc l ides ( p l uton i um or ame r i c i um ) i n  the S I S  mate r i a l s  are e i ther gase

ous or  vo lat i le in the forms in wh ich  t hey wou l d  be s h i pped , nor wou l d  t hey be expected to be re l eased 

in gaseous or  vo lat i l e forms as  the res u l t  of a severe acc i dent . They wou ld  be re leased as so l i d par

t i c u l ates ( aeroso l s ) . The re l ease fract i ons  are ident i f i ed i n  Append i x  A of t he Draft E I S  and the 

F i n a l  E I S .  See the response t o  comment 5 . 29 . 1 2 for add i t i ona l i nformat i on on aeros o l s . 

5 . 29 . 3 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed concern over transportat i on of p l uton i um across h i ghways and d i d  not 

understand why the S I S  Project wou ld  be bu i l t so far away from feed mater i a l . Others noted that 

locat i ng the S I S  P roject at the I NEL  made sense from a t ransportat i on log i st i c s  standpo i n t .  

C l a r i f i cat i on o n  th i s ,  a l ong w i t h  a compar i son o f  transportat i on r i sks between the I NEL  and other 

s i tes , was requested . 

A compar i son tab le on transport r i sks  i s  g i ven i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  Appen d i x  

A ,  Tab le  A-24 . A s  exp l a i ned i n  the F i na l  E I S ,  the impacts o f  by-product and t ransuran i c  ( TRU ) waste  

s h i pments  from the S I S  s i te to  the  W I PP dom i nate overa l l  transportat ion  r i sk such  t hat t he locat ion  of  

the  feed mate r i a l  has  l i t t l e  impact on the tota l t ransportat i on r i sk .  

P roduct i on and p l uton i um p rocess i ng s i tes have typ i ca l ly been d i spersed throughout the Un i ted 

States for a var i ety of reasons , i n c l u d i ng nat i ona l  secur i ty i nterests . A l l  of the proposed a l terna

t i ves wou l d  i nvo lve  t ransportat i on of nuc lear mater i a l s . The DOT has des i gnated that t ransportat i on 

routes be over i n terstate h i ghways to the max imum extent poss i b le because they are cons i dered to be 

the safest routes .  I f  the S I S  Project were not to be constructed , cross-country s h i pments  of 

rad i oact i ve mater i a l  wou l d  not be e l im i nated . S h i pments  of feed from Savannah R i ver , s h i pments  of 
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product t o  Rocky F l ats ,  and s h i pments of TRU waste to the W I P P  wou l d  s t i l l  occur . Furthe r ,  probab l e  

routes f o r  many o f  these s h i pments wou l d  t raverse t h e  State o f  I daho and t h e  other states t hrough 

wh i ch S I S  mate r i a l  wou ld be s h i pped .  

Transportat i on safety was o n ly  one of the many factors cons i dered by DOE i n  se lect i ng the 

I NE L  as  the preferred s i te  for t he S I S  Project . 

5 . 29 . 32  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that p l uton i um present ly i s  t ransported through I daho and t hat , i f  t he S I S  

Project i s  not l ocated a t  the I NE L ,  p l uton i um t ransportat ion  to Co lorado o r  the W I PP w i l l  fo l l ow a 

route t hrough I daho . 

S h i pment of p l uton i um and p l uton i um-conta i n i ng wastes t hrough I daho occurs and w i l l  cont i nue 

at some leve l regard less of wh i ch a l ternat i ve i s  se lected for the S I S  Fac i l i t y .  See t h e  response t o  

comment 5 . 29 . 3 1  f o r  i nformat i on o n  t ransportat i on o f  p l uton i um .  

5 . 29 . 33 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted concern over cumu lat i ve safety impacts resu l t i ng  f rom an i ncrease ( for 

examp l e ,  by 50 percent ) in the number of p l uton i um and/or  TRU waste s h i pments  in I daho and other 

Northwestern states . Rev i ewers stated that t he transportat i on assessment appeared to underest i mate 

the needed s h i pments of hazardous mater i a l , i nc l ud i ng wastes , and d i d  not compare these to present 

s h i pment rates . 

There are about 100  m i l l i on s h i pments  of hazardous mater i a l s  ( i nc l ud i ng rad i oact i ve mater i a l ) 

per year i n  the Un i ted States ( see References ) . The S I S-re l ated s h i pments  wou l d  not res u l t  i n  a 

dramat i c  i ncrease i n  s uch s h i pments overa l l  even i n  the " corr i dors" of the Northwestern states , nor 

wou l d  it res u l t  in a stat i st i ca l l y detectab l e  change in the average number of annua l s h i pment s . 

Therefore , t hese wou l d  not add s i gn i f i cant ly to " cumu lat i ve safety impact s . "  

A recent survey i nd i cated that about 2 . 8  m i l l i on unc lass i f ied  s h i pments of rad i oact i ve  

mate r i a l  occur annua l l y i n  the Un i ted States ( see References ) .  These data are  from pub l i c sources 

that can be eas i l y conf i rmed . Thus , "sh i pp i ng rates requ i red for nuc lear mater i a l s" have not been 

underest imated , and S I S- re lated s h i pments  wou l d  not const i tute a l arge vo l ume of nuc l ear  s h i pments  or 

be expected to have any detectab le  effect on t raff i c  safet y .  S e e  t h e  response to comment 5 . 29 . 3 5 .  

References : 

Wo lff , T .  A . , "The Transportat i on of Nuc l ear  Mater i a l s , "  SAND84-0062 , Sand i a  Nat i ona l 

Laborator i es ,  A l buquerque , NM , December 1984 . 

Jav i tz ,  H .  S . , et a 1 . ,  "Transport of Rad i oact i ve Mater i a l  i n  the Un i ted States : 

Survey to Determ i ne the Magn i tude and Character i s t i c s  of Domest i c ,  Unc lass i f i ed Sh i pments  

act i ve Mater i a l s , "  SAND84-7 1 74 , TTC-0534 , SR I I n ternat i ona l , Men l o  Park , CA , 1984 . 
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5 . 29 . 34  Comment : 

Rev i ewers suggested that the transport assessment shou l d  address r i sks and s h i pment 

quant i t i es assoc i ated w i th transportat i on of "the other fue l stockp i les , "  fac i l i ty decontam i nat i on and 
decomm i ss i on i ng ( 0&0 ) , p l ant acc i dent c l eanup and weapons c leanup program . It was a l so stated that a 

d i fferent type of conta i ner wou l d  l i ke ly  be necessary to hand le  these poss i b le future feed mater i a l s .  

Rev i ewers stated that waste wou ld  b e  transported from a l l over the country for S I S  process i ng .  

Waste wou l d  not be transported from a l l over the country for proces s i ng at the S I S  

Fac i l i t ies . The Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  i n  the "Foreword" i dent i fy the feed mater i a l  that wou ld  

be  processed by  the  S IS  Project ( processed N -Reactor fue l and  scrap at the  Hanford S i te and  SRP ) . I n  

add i t i on , the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  acknow l edge i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 2  that recovered p l uton i um from 

the Fast F l ux Test Fac i l i ty ( FFTF) represents a potent i a l  source of feed mater i a l . Current l y ,  DOE i s  

prepar i ng a n  Env i ronmenta l  Assessment ( EA )  ana lyz i ng the feas i b i l i ty and env i ronmenta l impacts of 

var i ous fue l -dec l add ing  techn i ques that cou l d  be used to recover DOE-owned p l uton i um in the spent fue l 

from the FFTF l ocated at the Hanford S i t e .  Sect i on 4 . 5 . 1  and the Summary of the F i na l  E I S  have been 
mod i f i ed to i nc l ude cumu lat i ve impacts of 30 years of S I S  operat i on at max imum capac i ty ,  i nc l ud i ng the 

cumu l at i ve r i sk of transport i ng FFTF fue l to the S I S  Fac i l i ty from the Hanford S i te ,  the preferred 

locat i on for the dec l add i ng act i v i ty .  ( However , i t  shou ld be  noted i n  add i t ion to  i ts potent i a l  use 

as feed for S I S ,  the FFTF spent fuel  cou l d  be b lended to produce weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  and a 

dec i s i on to bu i ld the S I S  Project does not forec lose opt i ons concern i ng use of FFTF fuel . )  Spec i f i c  

i nforma t i on on s h i pment quant i t i es i s  c lass i f i ed .  No other feed sources have been i dent i f i ed or 

forma l ly proposed for the S I S  Project ; consequent ly ,  the potent i a l  transportat i on r i sks assoc i ated 

w i th other feed mate r i a l  are beyond the scope of the E I S .  The weapons c l eanup program i s  not a 

m i ss i on t hat has been forma l ly approved or con s i dered by DOE , and i s  beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

See the response t o  comment 7 . 20 .  

Major S I S  Fac i l i ty acc i dents and decontam i nat i on 

most l i ke l y  res u l t  i n  add i t iona l quant i t ies  of TRU waste . 

Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  for TRU waste transport wou ld 

and decomm i ss i on i ng of the S I S  Project wou ld  

The  transportat i on r i sks i dent i f i ed i n  the 
bound the annua l transport r i sks ( i . e . , i f  a 

major acc i dent were to occur or the fac i l i ty wou l d  be decomm i ss i oned and decontam i nated , the 

S I S-generated TRU waste and those generated from these other events wou ld not be add i t i ve ) .  A l so see 

the response to comment 5 . 5 . 1  regard i ng decontam i nat ion and decomm i ss ion i ng .  Conta i ners wh ich  are 

cert i f i ed by the NRC or approved for use by the DOT w i l l  be used to transport S I S  rad i oact i ve 

mater i a l s .  

5 . 29 . 3 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the rad i o l og i ca l i nventory and quant i ty of p l uton i um ( as requested i n  

the scop i ng hear i ngs ) and waste sh i pped i n  and out o f  I daho were not addressed i n  the Draft E I S .  

The amount of p l uton i um i n  S I S-re lated s h i pments i s  c l ass i f i ed .  The major i sotopes ( i . e . " 

a l l  i sotopes of p l uton i um and amer i c i um)  i n  each s h i pment type ( feed , product , by-product ) were 

cons i dered , and representat i ve v a l ues for each were used i n  the ana lys i s .  The exact amounts of each 

rad i o i sotope a re c lass i f i ed ,  but genera l d i scus s i ons of the overa l l  i sotop i c  compos i t i on ( se lected to 

overstate the rad i o l og i c a l  impact and to mask c lass i f i ed numbers)  of these mate r i a l s  a re found i n  the 

Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  i n  the Summary and i n  Sect ion 4 . 1 . 2 . 3 .  
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More deta i l ed i nformat i on descr i b i ng  s h i pment of by-product and TRU waste  to the W I PP and 

t he i r  potent i a l  impact s  has been added in  the F i n a l  E I S  (Append i x  A . 3 ) . 

5 . 29 . 36 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the i nc rement a l  i nc rease i n  i nfrastructure needs to ensure a smooth 

operat ion  of the S I S  P ro ject and the approx imate costs  for i nc reased p l uton i um s h i pments  in  the reg i on 

were not covered i n  the Draft E I S .  Add i t i ona l ly ,  the costs  o f  norma l t ransportat i o n  assoc i ated w i th 

the S I S  P ro ject are not i nc luded i n  the Draft E I S  ana lys i s .  

Transportat i on-re lat ed impact s  on l oca l i nfrastructure and costs  a r e  expected t o  b e  m i n ima l . 

I n terstate h i ghways w i l l  be used and the access routes are estab l i shed . No new demands wou l d  be 

p l aced on the l oca l economy other than t hose a r i s ing  from t he emp l oyment of personne l .  The t ransporta

t i on project i ons were based on fu l l -capac i ty operat ion  of the S I S  Project at fu l l  t hroughput , wh i ch 

max i m i zes t he est imated t ransportat ion  r i sks  and i mpacts . The env i ronmenta l impacts are very sma l l  

and the i nc rease i n  t ransportat i on cost s ,  wh i ch  are borne by DOE , wou l d  be m i n ima l .  The costs  of 

t ransport i ng mater i a l  by SST a re c lass i f i ed .  

5 . 29 . 37  Comment and response comb i ned w i t h  others . 

5 . 29 . 38 Comment : 

Rev i ewers .s tated that the mandatory use of SSTs for p l uton i um s h i pments must be addressed ; 

a l so that the SSTs had been used for over 30 years for safe and secure t ransportat i on . Rev i ewers 

noted that the t ransport assessment d i d  not account for s h i pment s  of p l uton i um by a i rcraft or for the 

i nc reased r i sk if  SSTs were not used for s h i pments , and that a rmed escorts wou l d  g i ve I daho a bad 

image . I t  was a l so quest i oned whether there are enough SSTs to  hand le  a l l  S I S  s h i pments and whether 

the SST wou l d  compensate for an i nadequate package . 

Use of SSTs i s  requ i red for a l l  spec i a l  nuc lear mate r i a l  ( SNM ) and p rov i des add i t i ona l safety 

as we l l  as  secur i ty .  The u s e  o f  armed escorts for S S T  s h i pments i s  a l so requ i red everywhere i n  the 

Un i ted States ; therefore , it is un l i ke ly  to  g i ve I daho a bad image . Non-SNM ( e . g . , by-product and TRU 

wastes ) wou l d  be t ransported to the W I PP  in TRUPACT l I s .  A i r  s h i pments  wou l d  not be cons i dered . 

Suff i c i ent  SSTs are or wou ld  be ava i l ab l e  to meet DOE ' s  current and future projected needs . 

5 . 29 . 39  Comment : 

Rev i ewers asked t hat s h i pmen t  sched u l es by season be i nd i cated , i nc lud i ng meteoro l og i c a l  

cond i t i on s  a long the route . 

The number ,  t im i ng ,  and exact route of s h i pment s  have not yet been determ i ned and , i n  any 

case , w i l l  be c l ass i f i ed .  Therefore , th i s  i n format i on cannot be pro v i ded . However ,  the SSTs are not 

d i spatched in i nc l ement weather . See the response to  comment 5 . 29 . 1 6 for add i t i ona l i nformat i on .  
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5 . 29 . 40 Comment :  

Rev i ewers requested that t he sh i pment route f rom Hanford to the I N E L  and f rom t he I N E L  to  

Rocky F l ats be i dent i f i ed .  I n  add i t i on ,  part i c u l a r  concern was expressed over ra i l  and road routes 

wh i c h  b i sect t he Shoshone-Bannock Reservat ion . 

DOT r u l e  HM- 1 64 spec i f i es that , i n  t h e  absence o f  state-de s i gnated a l ternate routes , 

i n terstate h i ghways are the  preferred routes for h i ghway-route-contro l led quant i t i es of rad i oact ive  

mater i a l s .  The route t hrough the Shoshone-Bannock Reservat i on i s  about 8 0  k i l ometers a long routes 

1 -84 and 1 - 1 5 .  The exact rout i n g  o f  s h i pments o f  sens i t i ve nuc l ear  mater i a l s  and other sens i t i ve 

i nformat i on regard i ng schedu l i ng  may not be spec i f i ed for  secur i ty reasons . Ra i l  transport w i l l  not 

be used for S I S  mater i a l . 

5 . 29 . 4 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers asked i f  the conta i ners used to package and t ransport p l uton i um and wastes were 

safe and wou l d  be tested and ava i l ab l e .  Spec i f i c  concern was a l so expressed about heat bu i l dup and 

potent i a l  resu l t i ng pres s u r i zat i on of conta i ners . Others stated that the  con t a i ners were adequate to 

p rotect aga i n s t  acc i dents .  

On ly  the Type B s h i pp i ng conta i ner  wou l d  be used for the t ransport of feed , p roduct ,  and 

by-p roduct to  and f rom the S I S  Project ; the TRUPACT I I  w i l l  be  used for s h i pment of waste ( i n  drums ) 

and eventua l ly by-product ( Type B conta i ners ) to t he W IPP . These Type B conta i ners wou l d  be cert i f i ed 

by the NRC and w i l l  meet DOT spec i f i cat i ons . The Type B conta i ner  present l y  used by DOE for p l uton i um 

s h i pments  i s  the  6M . Exten s i v e  t est i ng of the Mode l 1 518  6M conta i ner  i s  descr i bed i n  the 

References . The i nner and outer conta i ners of each 6M are i n d i v i dua l ly l eak-tested dur i ng fabr i cat i on 

per ANS I N542-1977 ( i . e . , bubb l e  test ) , or equ i va l ent . The i nner and outer conta i ners  a l so must be 

i nspected p r i o r  to  each s h i pment , and ma i ntenance i n spect i ons  must be performed at  l east annua l ly .  

The conta i ners a re des igned t o  w i t hstand the heat and pressure generated by the i r  contents .  

The TRUPACT I I  for t ransport of TRU waste t o  the W I PP i s  curren t l y  undergo i ng NRC 

cert i f i cat i on test s . The waste wou l d  be t ransported to the W I PP i n  cert i f i ed conta i ners t hat have 

passed the  NRC cert i f i cat i on test s . 

Reference s :  

McWh i rt e r ,  M . , R .  G .  Brook s , J .  M .  Stomp , and L .  A .  D i l l i ngham , "F i na l  Report o n  Spec i a l  

Tests o f  P l uton i um Ox i de  Sh i pp i ng Conta i ners t o  FAA F l i ght Recorder Surv ivab i l i ty Standards , "  

SAND75-0446 , Sand i a  Nat iona l Laborator i es , A l buquerque , NM , September  1 9 7 5 .  

Bonzon , L .  L . , "F i na l  Report o n  Spec i a l  Impact Test s  of P l uton i um Sh i pp i ng Conta i ners , 

Desc r i pt i on of Test Resu l t s , "  SAND76-0437 , Sand i a  Nat i ona l Laborat or i es , A l buquerque , N M ,  Feb ruary 

1977 . 

5 . 29 . 42  Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed concern that the proposed s h i pp i ng ( for  examp l e ,  the LLD- 1 ) cask was not 

approved by DOE or  the DOT , and requested that an a l t ernat i ve be i dent i f i ed .  I n  add i t i on ,  rev i ewers 
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quest i oned why DOE d i d  not use con t a i ners that DOE i t s e l f  cert i f i ed .  I t  was stated that t he 

NRC-approved vers i on of the 6M conta i ner  i s  not the one used by DOE .  Rev i ewers noted that t here are 

no conta i ners  wh i ch have been cert i f i ed by the NRC or the DOT to t ransport p l uton i um and that casks 

have a past h i story of des i gn  def i c i enc i es , i n correct ly  i n sta l l ed va l ves , bowed gaskets ,  improper 

we lds , l eakage , and suspended s h i pments  due to  "near m i sses . "  

The s h i p p i ng conta i ners  to be used by t he S I S  Project wou l d  be cert i f i ed by NRC or approved 

for use by DOT . It i s  DOE po l i cy t hat an eva l uat i on be conducted pr i or to  resumpt i on of norma l 

operat ion  fo l l ow i ng transportat i on i n c i dent s .  The LLD-1 s h i pp i ng conta i ner i s  obso l ete ,  has been 

ret i red f rom serv i ce ,  and w i l l  not be used . See the response to comment 5 . 29 . 4 1  for add i t i ona l 

i n format i o n .  

5 . 29 . 43 Comment :  

A rev i ewer suggested the t ransportat i on assessment take i nto account d i screpanc i e s  and crush  

and  c r i t i ca l i ty ques t i ons  for the 6M conta i ner . 

Type B conta i ners cer i f i ed by the NRC or approved for use by the DOT wou l d  be used for S I S  

s h i pments  o f  feed , product ,  and by-product .  The Type B conta i ner present ly  used by DOE for p l uton i um 

s h i pments  i s  the 6M . There are no known d i screpanc i es concern i ng crush and c r i t i ca l i ty ana lyses . For 

add i t i ona l i n format i on , see the responses t o  comments 5 . 29 . 54 and 5 . 29 . 59 .  

5 . 29 . 44 Comment :  

Rev i ewers noted that t he LLD-1  s h i pp i ng conta i ner was not approved by t he NRC and cont i n ued 

to be used by DOE after prob l ems had been i dent i f ied . 

The LLD-1  i s  obso lete , has been ret i red from serv i ce ,  and w i l l  not be cons i dered as a 

conta i ner  for any S I S  mater i a l s  s h i pments . See the response to comment 5 . 29 . 49 for add i t i ona l 

comments on t he use of s h i pp i ng conta i ners for S I S  mater i a l s .  

5 . 29 . 45 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that there i s  no conta i ner cert i f i ed by the DOT or NRC to s h i p  TRU mater i a l s  

and there i s  present ly n o  acceptab le  conta iner  des i gn .  I t  was noted that t he TRUPACT conta i ner i s  

s t i l l  i n  the des i gn stage and w i l l  probab l y  not be ava i lab l e  for severa l years . I t  was a l so stated 

that s h i e l ded casks may be needed to eventua l ly s h i p  Pu-238 , 240 , 24 1 ,  and 242 waste  separated by the 

AVL I S  p rocess to  W I P P . 

Type B conta i ners cert i f i ed by the NRC o r  approved f o r  use b y  the DOT wou l d  b e  used f o r  S I S  

s h i pments  o f  feed , p roduct , and by-product . The Type B conta i ner  p resent ly  u sed by DOE for p l uton i um 

s h i pments  i s  the 6M . The TRUPACT I I  w i l l  be cert i f i ed p r i o r  to i ts use for s h i pp i ng S I S  TRU waste . 

A l l s h i pment conf i gurat i ons  wou l d  meet DOT regu l at i ons for externa l exposure and w i l l  be s h i e l ded i f  

requ i red . See the response to comment 5 . 29 . 4 1  for more deta i l ed informat i on . 
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5 . 29 . 46 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that DOE and the  F i na l  E I S  must ensure that waste  casks are tested and safe , 

and noted t hat proposed conta i ners have not yet been phys i ca l ly tested fu l l -sca l e  but on ly  computer

mode l ed .  Rev i ewers a l so  noted t hat crush-test c r i te r i a  had not been i ncorporated i nt o  the 

cert i f i cat i on requ i rements for s h i pp i ng conta i ners and , in part i cu l a r ,  the 6M conta i ne r  was not 

crush-tested . 

A l l t h e  conta i ners  proposed for u s e  i n  t ransport o f  S I S  rad i oac t i ve mater i a l s  ( feed , p roduct , 

by-product ) w i l l  be NRC-cert i f i ed or approved for use by the DOT . The SST a l so has undergone r i gorous  

fu l l -sca l e  test i ng ,  wh i c h  is  descr i bed in  the c l ass i f i ed Safety Ana lys i s  Report ( Reference SNL , 1 9 7 6  

i n  t he  Draft E I S  a nd  the  F i na l  E I S ,  Append i x  A ) . Type B conta i ners have undergone crush-tes t i ng ,  t he 

resu l t s  of wh i c h  were used i n  the Draft E I S  and the  F i na l E I S  ana lys i s .  

5 . 29 . 47 Comment :  

Rev i ewers requested assurance that s h i pp i ng conta i ners wou l d  meet the  s tr i ctest Government 

s tandards i n  the event of a t ruck acc i dent on a r i ver road . 

Type B packages must pass  a water- immers i on test that i nvo l ves s ubmers i on under a head of 

water of at l east  3 feet for not less  than 8 hours w i t hout damage or l eakage . NUREG/CR-4829 ( see 

Reference ) s hows that for the Type B package des i gn eva l uated ( spent fue l  cask ) , a 7 50-foot drop i nto 

water wou l d  be equ i va l ent  to  the NRC 30-foot drop-test onto an uny i e l d i ng s urface . Thu s ,  i mpact i nto 

water i s  not con s i dered a s e r i ous  threat . See the responses to comment s  5 . 29 . 4 1 and 5 . 29 . 46 for 

add i t i ona l i nformat i on .  

Reference : 

F i sche r ,  L .  E . ,  et a l . ,  "Sh i pp i ng Conta i ner Response to Severe H i ghway and Ra i lway Acc i dent 

Cond i t i ons , "  NUREG/CR-4829 , UC I D-20733 , Nuc l ear Regu l atory Comm i ss i on ,  Wash i ngton , DC , February 1987 . 

5 . 29 . 48 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that nuc l ear  waste sh i pp i ng conta i ners  have a 30-year usef u l  l i fe . 

T h e  mu l t i p l e i n s pect i ons  that must b e  performed o n  each package each t ime i t  i s  used res u l t  

i n  rap i d  i dent i f i cat i on o f  prob l ems regard less  o f  the cause .  Thus , t h e  ag i ng o f  conta i ners i s  not 

expected to cont r i bute to  any reduct i on in safety . 

5 . 29 . 49 Comment : 

Rev i ewers fe l t  that S I S  mate r i a l  sho u l d  be s h i pped on ly  i n  NRC-cert i f i ed casks and asked i f  

DOE wou l d  comm i t  t o  NRC cert i f i cat i on of a l l  s h i pp i ng conta i ners . Rev i ewers noted t hat DOE present l y  

i s  not requ i red b y  law to obta i n  DOT o r  NRC cert i f i cat i on ,  and there were quest i ons  o n  the safety o f  

these conta i ners ; i t  was noted that , i n  the pas t ,  noncert i f i ed casks or  cont a i ners w i t h  operat i ona l  
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prob l ems , such as FL-1 0 ,  LLD-1 , and TRUPAC- I ,  have been used . I t  was further noted that i n  numerous 

cases NRC has refused to cert i fy DOE conta i ners and DOE consequent ly  has w i thdrawn the requests  for 

cert i f i cat i on rather than supp ly  add i t i ona l i n format i on . 

DOE has stated t hat NRC-cert i f i ed or DOT-approved conta i ners wou l d  be used for transport of 

wastes from the S I S  Project . The s h i pment conf igurat i on for transport of SNM ( feed , p roduct , and 

by-product ) is i dent i f ied  in Append i x  A of the F i na l  E I S .  The s h i pp i ng conta i ners F L - 10 , L LD- 1 , and 

TRUPAC- I wou l d  not be used . As stated , the Type B conta i ners wou l d  be e i ther NRC-cert i f ied  or  

DOT-approved ; the  SST i s  not . Howeve r ,  the SST i s  requ i red not on ly  for secur i ty reasons but a l so 

because i t  enhances the safety of the overa l l  package . There are no p lans  for NRC to cert i fy t he S S T ,  

b u t  i t  shou l d  be rea l i zed that t h e  feed , product , and by-product w i l l  be packaged i n  cert i f i ed Type B 

conta i ners i n  add i t i on to the SST . DOE vo l unta r i ly requested NRC cert i f i cat ion , wh i c h  i s  equ i v a l ent  

to  DOT approva l ,  of  TRUPACT I I . D i scuss i on of the safety of the s h i pp i ng conta i ners  i s  conta i ned i n  

Append i x  A . 3 . 2 .  The annua l r i sk assoc i ated w i t h  t ransportat i on i nvo l v i ng these s h i pp i ng conta i ners i s  

very l ow ;  l i t t l e  r i sk i s  cont r i buted i n  compa r i son t o  that con t r i buted by natura l background 

rad iat i on . 

5 . 29 . 50 Comment : 

Rev i ewers s tated that because t he package cur i e  content i s  c lass i f i ed ,  there was no way t o  

te l l  i f  DOE had been con s i stent w i t h  prev i ous ana lyses f o r  t h e  L L D - 1  c a s k  or other Type B casks w i th 

respect to source term . 

The con s i stency w i t h  p re v i ous ana lyses cons i sts ma i n ly of use of the same package-response 

data ( re l ease fract i ons ) and approved ca lcu l at i ona l met hods . The package response for Type B 

conta i ners  i s  desc r i bed i n  N UREG-0 1 70 and e l sewhere ( see the response to c omment 5 . 29 . 7 ) . The L LD - 1  

i s  obso l ete , ha s  been ret i red from serv ice  and  wou l d  not  be  used for  S I S  s h i pments . 

5 . 29 . 5 1 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that i nformat i on ava i lab le  to t he State of I daho Department of Hea l t h  and 

We l fare i nd i cated that Type B s h i p p i ng conta i ners were not des i gned to w i thstand a ra i l  acc i dent . I f  

that i s  va l i d i nformat i on , t hen the Draft E I S  reference t o  ra i l  t ransport i s  i n va l i d  and shou l d  be 

om i tted from the report . 

No ra i l  s h i pments  of S I S  mate r i a l s  are p lanned , as stated i n  t he F i n a l  E I S . 

5 . 29 . 52 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that human error has been a s i gn i f i cant prob l em i n  nuc lear energy operat i on ,  

i nc l ud i n g  t ransportat i on of mater i a l , and that t he re are two i n s tances i n  wh ich  acc i dents  were caused 

by human error . These factors have been comp l ete ly  i gnored by the Draft E I S .  

5 . 2 9- 19  

Response:

Response:

Response:



The S I S  des ign  and eventua l operat i on w i l l  be based on a safety- i n -depth ph i l osophy , wh i c h  

con s i ders  human factors eng i neer i ng dur i ng des i gn , personne l t ra i n i ng ,  a n d  mandatory comp l i ance w i th 

operat i ng procedures for operat i on s .  Human errors are assumed for both p lant-re lated and 

t ransportat i on acc i dents  in deve lop i ng the severe acc i dents  presented in the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  

E I S .  For a d i scus s i on of the under ly i ng assumpt i ons  used i n  mode l i ng acc i dent scenar i o s ,  s e e  the 

response to comment 5 . 1 . 1 .  The l arge data base of t ransport acc i dent data used in  the Draft E I S  and 

the F i n a l  E I S  ana lys i s  i nc l uded those acc i dents  caused by human error . 

5 . 29 . 53 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that a comm i tment to a f i re suppress i on system i n  s h i pp i ng transports needed 

to be addressed . 

The SST i s  equ i pped w i t h  safety dev i ces , the deta i l s of wh i ch are c l ass i f i ed .  The TRUPACT- I I  

des i gn i n c l udes f i re protec t i on e l ements . 

5 . 29 . 54 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that t he probab i l i ty and consequences of a cr i t ica l i ty dur i ng s h i pment 
( because of pres s i ng together or crush i ng conta i ners ) needed to be addressed . 

The S S T  conta i ner arrays are des i gned ( i n  terms o f  load i ng ,  spac i ng ,  and stab i l i ty ) to  ensure 

c r i t ica l i ty safety . I nformat ion  on i nert i a l  crush i ng i s  g i ven i n  t he response to comment 5 . 29 . 59 .  

5 . 29 . 55 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted t hat p l uton i um re l eased from a damaged conta i ner wou l d  eas i ly be d i s persed i n  

the a i r .  

See the responses to comments 5 . 29 . 7  and 5 . 29 . 1 2 for a descr i pt i on of d i spers ion  and re l ease 

fract i on s .  On ly  the most severe and l east proba b l e  acc i dent s  wou l d  resu l t  i n  a breach i n  the Type B 

conta i ner . D i spersa l of the re l ease mater i a l  wou l d  be l im i ted by the form of the mater i a l  and i t s 

packag i n g .  

5 . 2 9 . 56 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that the impact of an earthquake dur i ng t ransport of waste was not addressed . 

The acce l erat i on s  assoc i ated w i t h  even l arge earthquakes wou l d  not generate forces on a con

ta i ner as  great as  those exper i enced dur i ng the NRC performance tests  and wou l d  not cause fa i l ure of a 

Type B conta i ner . H i stor ica l acc i dents  that have occurred as a resu l t  of an earthquake are i nc l uded 

in the DOT acc i dent data . 
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5 . 29 . 57 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that observed def i c i enc i es dur i ng management of hazardous waste  transport 

sp i l l s in I daho were not addressed . 

On-go i ng t ra i n i ng of potent i a l  emergency responders i n  I daho and other  states w i l l  improve 

the ab i l i ty of these groups to  respond approp r i at e l y  t o  a l l  future hazardous mater i a l s  acc i dent s . 

C l eanup t echn i ques are d i scussed i n  Madsen et a l .  ( 1986 ) c i ted i n  the D raft E I S ,  Append i x  A .  See the 

responses to comments 5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 2 ,  and 5 . 7 . 5  for a d i scuss i on on emergency response . 

5 . 29 . 58 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated t hat DOE sho u l d  mod i fy RADTRAN to i nc l ude conta i ner ma l funct i ons  res u l t i ng 

f rom i mperfect packag i ng des i gns , manufacture , and ma i nt enance . As a m i n i mum , a c l ear  acknow l edgement 

of RADTRAN ' s  l im i tat i ons  shou l d  be i n c l uded i n  the E I S .  

The mu l t i p l e i nspec t i ons  and l eak tests  requ i red before each u s e  o f  Type B con t a i ners reduce 

t he probab i l i ty of comprom i s i ng package i ntegr i ty as a res u l t  of packag i ng error to  such l ow l eve l s  

that the res u l t s  o f  the r i sk ana l ys i s  wou l d  not b e  affected . Breach i ng of t he conta i ners under 

acc i dent cond i t i ons  i s  i nc l uded i n  the RADTRAN c a l c u l at i ons  p resented in the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  

E I S . The l im i tat i ons  of t he RADTRA I N  code are d i scussed i n  the response to comment 5 . 29 . 2 1 . 

5 . 29 . 59 Comment : 

Rev i ewers s tated that c o l l i s i ons  i n vo l v i ng p l uton i um conta i ners were not addressed . 

Co l l i s i ons  i nvo l v i ng p l uton i um conta i ners were i nc l uded i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  

ana l ys i s .  I n  a typ ica l i nert i a l -crush scenar i o ,  t i e-downs fa i l  upon impact and movement of one o r  

more conta i ners  i nto adjacent conta i ner ( s ) occurs a t  some ve l oc i ty dependent on t he magn i tude of t he 

impact forc e ,  the strength of the t i e-downs ,  etc . For equa l i n i t i a l  impact force s ,  t h i s  scena r i o  i s  

l e s s  severe than the d i rect impact case c i ted a s  an examp l e  of a severe acc i dent i n  Append i x  A of t he 

Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  because at l east some energy wou l d  be expended i n  break i ng t i e-downs and 

overcom ing  i nert i a .  Th i s  wou l d  res u l t  in l e s s  total energy ava i l ab l e  to  be app l i ed d i rect l y  to  t he 

conta i ner ( s ) as a crush force . Therefore , the ana lys i s  i n  the Draft E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S  rema i n s  

bound i ng ( i . e . , overes t i mates t h i s  r i sk ) . 

5 . 29 . 60 Comment : 

A rev i ewer res i d i ng near ra i l  l i nes expressed concern over the potent i a l  for a ra i l  acc i dent 

and t he assoc i ated impacts . 

Ra i l  t ransport wou l d  not be used for S I S -re lated mate r i a l s .  

5 . 29-2 1  
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5 . 29 . 6 1 Comment :  

Rev i ewers expressed concern over terro r i s t  act i v i ty w i th respect to  a t ruck i ng acc i dent . 

The purpose of the SST i s  to pro v i de a h i gh l eve l of secur i ty ( protect i on aga i ns t  de l i berate 

acts ) as we l l  as a h i gh  l eve l of safety ( acc i dent res i s tance ) dur i ng the t ransport of mater i a l  

assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  P ro ject  mater i a l s .  

5 . 29 . 62 Comment : 

Rev i ewers suggested that the worst-case t ransportat i on acc i dent scenar i o  be changed . 

I n  Append i x  A of t he Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S ,  Acc i dent Seve r i ty Category V I I I  i s  

desc r i bed a s  open-ended ( i . e . , t here a re n o  arb i t rary upper l im i ts p l aced on the forces i n  th i s  

category ) . Th i s  a l ternat i ve approach avo i ds the obv i ous p i tfa l l s  of attempt i ng to i dent i fy a 

so-ca l l ed "worst-case" scenar i o .  Th i s  i s  a very l ow-probab i l i ty event . The r i sk ca lcu l at i ons  were 

performed for a Category V I I acc i dent , wh i ch i s  very conservat i ve and con s i dered to be bound i ng for 

t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 29 . 63 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated concern over the cond i t i on of I daho roads and the potent i a l  i nc reased r i sk 

of a t ransportat i on acc i dent . 

Except for t he access route to t he s i te , a l l  t ransport of S I S-re l ated rad i oact i ve and other 

hazardous mater i a l s  wou l d  occur on i nterstate h i ghways . They are const ructed to a un i form eng i neer i ng 

standard throughout the country . Th i s  wou l d  be i n  comp l i ance w i th DOT ' s  HM- 1 64 ,  wh i ch states that , 

where pos s i b le ,  h i ghway-route-contro l l ed quant i t i es  of rad i oact i ve mate r i a l  must be t ransported on the 

i nterstates or on state-des i gnated a l ternate routes . Des i gnat i on of a l ternate routes must be 

accompan i ed by a safety ana lys i s  demonstrat i ng that t he route i s  of equa l or greater safety . 

See the responses to comments 5 . 29 . 1 6  and 5 . 29 . 18 for a d i scus s i on of acc i dent  probab i l i ty ,  

road c l osures , and t ruck access . Hazardous mate r i a l  t ransportat i on i s  covered i n  t h e  response t o  

comment 5 . 29 . 33 . 

5 . 29 . 64 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that contr i but i ng factors i n  both ra i l  and h i ghway acc i dents  were human 

erro r ,  decay i ng roads , and fau l t s  i n  equ i pment , package des i gn ,  manufact u r i n g ,  ma i ntenance , and 

hand l i n g .  Rev i ewers noted that t here was no i n d i cat i on that t he Draft E I S  exam i ned human erro r ,  and 

t hey expressed concern about quant i f i cat i on of r i sk .  I t  was stated that t ransportat ion  of p l uton i um 

was too dangerous because of the human error facto r .  Rev i ewers noted that I daho has had an i nc rease 

i n  the number of hazardous mater i a l  t ransport acc i dents and that t ractor-tra i l er  t rucks jackkn i fe 

every w i nter on 1 -84 . I t  was noted that t ransport i ng p l uton i um for the S I S  P roject wou l d  i nc rease the 

chance of an acc i dent . 

5 . 29-22 
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A l l the factors c i t ed are accounted for i n  the r i sk ana lys i s  presented . The h i gher l eve l of 

d r i ver  t ra i n i ng and operat i ona l contro l and the h i gh percentage of use of the best eng i neered h i ghway 

system i n  t he Un i ted States ( i nterstate h i ghways ) for the S I S-re lated rad i oact i ve mater i a l s  s h i pments 

are expected to reduce the actua l acc ident rate for these s h i pments .  Another potent i a l  source of 

human error is r e l at ed to packag i ng ( e . g . , improper sea l ,  package des i gn , manufactu r i ng ,  ma i ntenance , 

and hand l i ng ) ; the mu l t i p l e  i nspect i ons and sea l l eak-test i ng t hat are req u i red reduce t h i s  source of 

error to  very l ow l eve l s .  See a l so t he responses t o  comments 5 . 29 . 1 6 and 5 . 29 . 18 .  

5 . 29 . 65 Comment : 

Rev i ewers s tated t here was a cover-up po l i cy i n  acc i dent report i ng and that the actua l number 

of hazardous mate r i a l  acc i dents was much greater and therefore the r i sk to  the popu lat i on and env i ron

ment was h i gher .  

The DOT report ing  bas i s  ( damage i n  do l l ars ) for acc i dents i n  wh i ch  t here was no fata l i ty or  

i n jury has  been adjusted per i od i ca l ly to  account for  i n f l at i on .  Under-report ing  of acc i dents occurs 

at a rate of about 40 percent for property-damage-on ly acc i dents ,  but the report i n g  l eve l i s  

essent i a l ly 100  percent for h i gh-sever i ty acc i dents ( see Reference ) . I f  t h i s  were accounted for i n  

the r i sk ana lys i s ,  t he net effect wou ld  be to  i nc rease the p robab i l i ty o f  occurrence o f  l ow-seve r i ty 

acc i dents and reduce the probab i l i ty of occurrence of h i gh-seve r i ty acc i dents , wh i c h  wou l d  be l ess  

conservat i ve t han the  p resent approach .  

Reference : 

Sm i t h ,  R .  N .  and E .  L .  W i lmot , "Truck Acc i dent and Fata l i ty Rates Ca lcu lated from Ca l i forn i a  

H i ghway Acc i dent Stat i s t i c s  f o r  1 980 and 1981 , "  SAND82-7066 , Sand i a  Nat i ona l Laborato r i es , 

A l buquerqu e ,  N M ,  November 1982 . 

5 . 29 . 66 Comment : 

Rev i ewers s tated d i s sat i sfact ion  w i t h  the capab i l i t i e s  of t he emergency response organ i za

t i ons a l ong the t ransportat i on corr i dors for S I S  s h i pment s . I t  was asked i f  emergency equ i pment wou l d  

b e  ava i l ab l e  to  t h e  responders , and a descr i pt i on of emergency p rocedures and equ i pment was requested . 

State and l oca l governments are tasked by law ( refer to State of I daho E xecut i ve Order 8 1 -8 ) 

w i t h  be i ng  capab l e  of respond i ng to hazardous mater i a l  emergenc i es . These capab i l i t i es i n c l ude 

prov i d i ng  adequate ly t ra i ned and equ i pped emergency response personne l .  For s i tuat i ons  where the 

state and l oca l capab i l i t i es are temporar i ly exceeded , they have the opt ion  of request i ng ass i stance 

from resources w i th i n  the Federa l Government . The EPA ' s  Nat i ona l Response Team for Hazardous Mate

r i a l s  Emergenc i e s  and DOE Rad i o log ica l Ass i stance Program are two of those resources . These agenc i es 

have emergency mon i t or i ng and c l eanup equ i pment . See t he response to comments 5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 2 ,  and 5 . 7 . 5  

for a d i scuss ion  of emergency responses . 

5 . 29-23 

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 29 . 67 Comment : 

Rev i ewers s tated that emergency preparedness t ra i n i ng  of personne l a l ong s h i pment routes must 

be addressed . I t  was asked i f  t rucks and t ra i ns  were marked as to content s .  Convers e l y ,  i t  was noted 

t hat the DOE ' s  record on HAZMAT t ra i n i ng and t ransport is impeccab l e .  

DOE has prov i ded and w i l l  cont i nue to p rov i de t ra i n i ng  for hand l i ng  rad i o log i ca l  

emergenc i e s .  DOE s h i pments are subject t o  DOT regu lat i ons  for s h i pp i ng hazardous/rad i oact i ve 

mater i a l s .  These regu l at i ons  i n c l ude req u i rements for us i ng p roper ly  t ra i ned dr i ve rs , p roper l abe l i ng 

and p lacard i ng of nonc lass i f i ed veh i c les  and conta i ners , and p r i o r  not i f i cat i on to states  of sched u l es 

and routes for h i ghway-route-con t ro l l ed s h i pments of rad i oact i ve mater i a l s  ( exc l ud i ng c la s s i f i ed 

s h i pments ) . Federa l organ i zat i ons  such as DOT and EPA a l so prov i de ass i stance to state and l oca l 

response teams ( see response to comment 5 . 29 . 66 ) . Add i t i ona l i n format i on on t ra i n i ng i s  i n c l uded i n  

the response t o  comment 5 . 7 . 2 .  

5 . 29 . 68 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that I daho does not have the f i nanc i a l  resources or ab i l i ty to dea l w i t h  a 

t ransportat i on acc i dent . 

Cost s  i nvo l ved i n  response to t ransportat i on i nc i dents can be recovered f rom t he respon s i b l e 

part i es i n vo l ved . I daho i s  one of severa l states deve l op i ng methods of supp lement i ng t he i r  ava i lab l e  

funds for  hand l i ng  t ransportat ion-re lated hazardous mater i a l  emergenc i e s . DOE has responded t o  t hese 

rad i oact i ve t ransport acc i dents in I daho ; none of these i nvo l ved the re lease of rad i oact i v i ty .  The 

ab i l i ty  to  han d l e  such emergenc i e s  is addressed in the response to  comment 5 . 29 . 66 .  

5 . 29 . 69 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that DOE must address t he need and cost of t ra i n i ng  and equ i pp i ng emergency 

response teams a l ong t he t ransportat i on corr i dors . 

DOE recogn i zes the costs i n vo l ved i n  t ra i n i ng  and equ i pp i ng emergency response teams a long 

t ransportat i on corr i dors . Refer to  t he responses to comments 5 . 7 . 2  and 5 . 29 . 68 for a d i scus s i on of 

emergency response , t ra i n i ng ,  and costs . 

5 . 29 . 70 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted t hat t he type , cost , and r i sks of an emergency response to a t ransportat i on 

acc i dent were not addressed . Some asked about psycho l og i ca l effects on I daho ' s  popu l at i o n ,  how t rucks 

wou l d  hand le  w i nter wh i te-out s i t uat i ons , and how Bo i se wou l d  be evacuated . 

R i sk s  i nvo l ved i n  t ransportat i on of materi a l s  a re addressed i n  Append i x  A of the Draft E I S  

and t he F i na l  E I S .  Emergency response cost recovery i s  addressed i n  the response t o  comment 5 . 29 . 68 .  

Sect i on 4 . 6  of the D raft E I S  and F i na l  E I S  reference state and loca l emergency response p lans . Bo i se 
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evacuat i on and response procedures for a l l  natura l and man-made emergenc i es are conta i ned i n  t he Ada 

County p lans . Dr i vers of veh i c les are tra i ned profess i ona l s  who are a b l e  to determ i ne when 

road/weather cond i t i ons  prec l ude safe veh i c le operat i on . SSTs do not operate i n  bad weather . 

Potent i a l  psycho l og i c a l  effect s  are beyond the scope of th i s  [ I S .  

5 . 29 . 7 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the assumpt ion  that t ransportat i on acc i dent v i ct ims wou l d  be taken to 

med i ca l  fac i l i t i es was not rea l i s t i c .  

The method of hand l i ng t ransportat i on acc i dent v i ct ims i s  t he same as that i n  use for any 

hazardous mater i a l  i n c i dent in I daho today . Tra i ned med i ca l  response personne l make dec i s i ons  based 

on i n j u r i es to  v i c t i ms ,  ava i l a b i l i ty of med i ca l  care c lose to  t he acc i dent scene , and type of 

hazardous mater i a l  i n vo l ved . 

5 . 29 . 7 2 Comment : 

Rev i ewers s uggested that m i t i gat i on/reduct i on of s h i pp i ng r i sks i nc l ude NRC autho r i ty over 

s h i pments ,  test i ng of f u l l -sca l e  s imu lated p l uton i um s h i pments ,  enforcement by po l i ce of s h i pp i ng 

req u i rements , and adopt i on of contro l s  such as t raff i c  t im i ng and weather cond i t i ons . 

Congress  has stated that DOT i s  respons i b l e  for t he regu l at i on  of rad i oact i ve mate r i a l  

s h i pments .  The NRC has i s sued regu l a t i ons concern ing  s h i pments  o f  rad i oact i ve mater i a l  from and to 

NRC l i censees . 

Conta i ne rs for p l uton i um s h i pments  i nc l ud i ng SSTs have been tested on a fu l l - sca l e  bas i s  ( see 

Reference ) . I nformat i on on exact t im i ng and routes i s  c lass i f i ed ,  but the SSTs w i l l  not be d i spatc hed 

in bad weather or under poor weather  forecast cond i t i ons . 

See the responses to comments 5 . 29 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 40 ,  and 5 . 29 . 48 for re l ease f ract i ons , conta i ner  

i nformat i on ,  and  a d i scuss i on on  routes . 

Reference : 

F i scher , L .  E .  et a l . ,  " Sh i pp i ng Conta i ners Response to Severe H i ghway and Ra i lway Acc i dent 

Cond i t i ons , "  N UREG/CR-4829 , UC I D-20733 , Nuc lear Regu l atory Comm i ss i on , Wash i ngton , DC , February 198 7 .  

5 . 29 . 73 Comment :  

Rev i ewers were concerned about not i f i cat ion of and cons u l t at i on/confrontat i on w i th I daho l aw 

enforcement on p l uton i um s h i pments . 

Agreements w i t h  the State of I daho regard i ng not i f i cat i on  w i l l  be observed . T ra i n i n g  of emer

gency response personne l i s  i n  progress . H i gh ly tra i ned armed guards are a requ i red secur i ty measure 

for s h i pments  of sen s i t i ve nuc l ear mater i a l . 

5 . 29-25  
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DOE has prov i ded t ra i n i ng i n  hazardous mater i a l  response to the I daho State Po l i ce ( I SP ) and 

i ntends to con t i nue work i ng  w i t h  the I SP to cont i nue the good re l at i ons between the two agenc i es .  

See the response to comment 5 . 7 . 2  for a d i scuss ion  on emergency t ra i n i n g .  

5 . 29 . 74 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated concern that DOE regu lat i on s  d i d  not cover ra i l  s h i pments ,  that personne l 

d i d  not fu l ly understand regu lat i on s ,  and that regu l at i on s  wou l d  not be s t r i c t l y  adhered to and 

enforced by the DOE/NRC . Other rev iewers expressed conf i dence i n  ex i st i ng DOE t ranspo rtat ion  

procedures . 

Ra i l  t ranspo rt i s  not be i ng con s idered for sh i pment of S I S  mater i a l s .  DOE safety and 

secur i ty procedures for SST s h i pments are in p lace for t ransport i ng hazardous  mate r i a l s  and SNM and 

w i l l  be str ict ly  enforced . Personne l  are t ra i ned i n  these p rocedures to g i ve them an understand i ng of 

the regu l at i on s  and requ i rements . 

5 . 29 . 75 Comment : 

Rev i ewers  stated that DOE must exp l a i n  transportat ion  t rack i n g ,  recordkeep i n g ,  and report i ng 

for sh i pments of hazardous wastes . 

Wastes that w i l l  be d i sposed of ons i te at the Rad i oact i ve Waste Management Comp l ex ( i . e . , 

l ow- l eve l waste ) w i l l  be transpo rted i n  accordance w i t h  DOT and EPA req u i rements ( 40  CFR 1 00-199  and 

40  C FR 263 ) . I n  add i t i on , a l l  Resource Conservat i on and Recovery Act ( RCRA ) requ i rements  for 

man i fest i n g ,  labe l i ng and packag i ng ,  and report i n g  hazardous waste generat ion  wou l d  be fo l l owed ( 40 

CFR 2 0 2 ) . Wastes that may be d i sposed of offs i t e ,  e i ther at a hazardous  waste d i sposa l s i te or at the 

W I P P ,  w i l l  a l so be transported in  accordance with these regu lat i ons . Sh i pments to the W I PP  must meet 

the W I P P  Waste Acceptance C r i t er i a .  These regu lat i ons i nc l ude deta i l ed i ns t ruct i on s  o n  labe l i n g ,  

p lacard i ng ,  and sh i pp i ng-paper requ i rement s .  These serve not on ly  as  recordkeep i ng a i d s  but a l so a s  

potent i a l  sources o f  i nformat ion  t o  emergency responders i n  t h e  event o f  a n  acc i dent . 

5 . 29 . 76 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that an i ndependent overs i ght of p l uton i um s h i pments must be conducted by 

i nd i v i dua l states and/or the NRC , i n c l ud i ng regu lar  and unannounced veh i c le i ns pect i ons . 

DOE s h i pments  of rad i oact ive  mater i a l s  are requ i red by law to meet a l l  app l i cab l e  DOT 

regu lat i ons . DOT i n spects nonc lass i f i ed s h i pments  of rad i oact i ve and hazardous mater i a l s ,  thereby 

prov i d i ng an i ndependent overs i ght . Route and t im i ng of SNM s h i pments  are c lass i f i ed i nformat ion . 

5 . 29 . 7 7 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated t hat documentat i on on the l ega l t ransport of mate r i a l  for c i t i es and states 

in  the Un i ted States be p rov i ded and that the F i n a l  E I S  must address t ransportat i on safety i s sues for 

concerned s i tes  and routes . 

5 . 29-26  
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The F i na l E I S  has been expanded to i nc l ude a more deta i l ed d i scus s i on of t ransportat ion  

safety i ss ues . See t he response  to comment 5 . 29 . 81  for more i nformat i on on routes and safety i s sues . 

DOT req u i rements for rad i oact i ve s h i pment s  w i l l  be fo l l owed . 

5 . 29 . 78 Comment : 

Rev i ewers s tated that S I S  t ransportat i on i ssues must be i nc l uded i n  a nat i on a l  env i ronment a l  

i mpact statement . 

The F i na l  E I S  fu l ly addresses  the env i ronmenta l i mpacts of t ransportat ion  assoc i ated w i t h  the 

p roposed construct i on and operat ion  of t he S I S  Fac i l i ty .  Transportat ion  i s sues not spec i f i ca l ly 

assoc i ated w i t h  t he s i t i ng and operat i on of the S I S  Fac i l i ty  are beyond the scope of t h i s  Nat i ona l 

Env i ronment a l  Po l i cy Act ( NEPA l act i on .  

5 . 29 . 79 Comment : 

I t  was requested that "max imum hypothet i c a l  rad i o l og i ca l  r i sk . . . .  or of the hypothet i c a l  r i sk 

of . . . .  percent of the  hypothet i ca l  r i sk . . .  " be added to Tab l e  2 - 1 0  on page 2 -79 . 

The suggest ion  was cons i dered and a d i scuss i on of the theoret ica l nature of the r i sk 

ca lcu l at i ons  has been added to Append i x  A of the F i na l  E I S .  The term i no l ogy a s  stated i n  Tab l e  2 - 1 0  

i n  t h e  Draft E I S  was cons i dered adequate . 

5 . 29 . 80  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that t here was no ment i on of t he consequences of a transportat i on acc i dent 

where p l uton i um was re l eased to the env i ronment or a r i ver ( spec i f i ca l ly the Sa lmon ) because of a poor 

con t a i ner sea l ,  breach of conta i ner i nteg r i ty ,  or an unspec i f i ed prob l em .  

The i nner conta i ner  and the fu l ly assemb l ed package of each Type B conta i ner  must be 

i ns pected p r i o r  to  s h i pment , and a rad i at i on survey must be performed . Th i s  reduces to a very l ow 

leve l the  p robab i l i ty of improper sea l s .  For an improper sea l t o  b e  a con t r i butor t o  the  consequences 

of an acc i dent , t he fo l l ow i ng wou l d  have to occur in the same s h i pment : operator error in sea l i ng a 

component of a Type B conta i ner , i ndependent overcheck error for the same conta i ner , operator error i n  

c l osure o f  the S S T ,  and a n  acc i dent i nvo l v i ng a t  l east some impact . 

A comb i nat i on of severe impact and f i re i s  requ i red to cause re l eases of p l uton i um from an 

SST loaded w i t h  Type B conta i ners , as descr i bed i n  Append i x  A of the  Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  

F i re s ,  i n c l ud i ng f i res  wh i c h  cou l d  cause the  re l ease o f  rad i oac t i ve mater i a l ,  cannot occur i n  water .  

As exp l a i ned , t he i ntegr i ty o f  the packag i ng con f i gurat ion  i s  much greater t han that of the  trucks and 

t ractor-tra i l ers used to hau l ord i nary hazardous mater i a l s .  A s p i l l  o r  r e l ease d i rect ly  i nto a r i ver 

or  otherw i se i s  not cons i dered a cred i b l e  event when Type B conta i ners  are i nv o l ved . Depo s i t ion  onto 
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surface-water bod i es of re l eased part i c u l ates d i spersed from an acc i dent s i te on land i s  the pr imary 

cred i b l e  means of i ntroduc i ng  p l uton i um i nto  a r i ver or  lake as a resu lt  of  a transportat i on 

acc i dent . The l i ke l i hood of such an acc i dent occurr i ng c lose to a r i ver or other water body i s  l ower 

than the a l ready sma l l  overa l l  acc i dent r i sk by a factor  rough ly  proport i ona l to the fract i ona l 

occurrence of such l ocat i ons a l ong the route ( s ) i n  quest i on . 

Such an acc i dent wou l d  represent an i rret r i evab le  comm i tment of p l uton i um to the env i ronment . 

However , i n  response to the query concern i ng  a compa r i son w i t h  other env i ronmenta l ly tox i c  hazardous 

mater i a l s ,  one shou l d  note that the mob i l i ty  of  p l uton i um in the b i osphere is very low . I t  i s  a l so i n  

i n so l ub l e  form i n  the S I S  s h i pments . The t ransfer fract ion  ( cur i es i ngested per cur i es depos i ted ) for 

p l uton i um is on l y  2 . 8  x 1 0-6 ( Reference Ostmeyer ,  1986 , c i ted in the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  

Append i x  A ) .  The conta i ners have been des i gned and l eak-tested to w i t hstand the forces of water 

i mmers ion . 

5 . 29 . 81 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the nonhuman , soc i a l ,  agr i cu l tura l ,  and econom i c  effects of a t ransporta

t ion acc i dent were not addressed in the Draft E I S  and shou l d  be in the F i na l E I S .  Spec i f ic a reas 

i dent i f i ed were agr i c u l tura l and bus i ness  l osses , thousands of cancer fata l i t i es ,  decontam i nat i on 

costs , effects on tou r i sm ,  and any other soc i a l  or econom i c  impacts such as pan i c ,  fear ,  and st i gma 

assoc i ated w i th an acc i dent . Add i t iona l l y ,  the N UREG-01 7 0  study was referenced as an examp l e  of 

nonhuman impacts res u l t i ng from a t ransportat i on acc i dent . 

The impacts of a transportat i on acc i dent wou l d  be neg l i g i b l e  i n  the absence of a re l ease of 

mater i a l . A re lease of mate r i a l  from S I S  p l uton i um-s h i pment conf i gurat i ons  wou l d  be expected to occur 

on ly in very severe acc i dents , wh ich  have an est imated probab i l i ty of occurrence of between 1 0- 1 5  

a n d  1 0- 1 0  per k i l omet e r .  

W i th regard to concerns about the impacts  of potent i a l  re leases on agr i cu l t ure ,  crops , and 

the env i ronment , the consequences of the severe transportat i on acc i dent are bounded by the acc i dent 

eva l uat i ons  deve loped by the NRC in NUREG-0 170 . The consequences ( i n  terms of c l eanup and 

agr icu l tura l l oses ) presented in NUREG- 0 1 7 0  are probab ly  h i gher than those assoc i ated w i th an S I S  

sh i pment o f  p l uton i um because o f  improved conta i nment afforded by the current SST . 

The exact extent of any i rretr i evab le  commi tment of p l uton i um to the env i ronment fo l l ow i ng an 

acc i dent i nvo l v i ng a re lease wou l d  depend on s i te-spec i f i c  c i rcumstances and c leanup methods . The 

pr ima ry hazard assoc i ated w i th p l uton i um i s  that of i nha l at i on by humans , and the r i sk ana lys i s  in the 

Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  appropr i ate l y  emphas i zed th i s .  Ana lyses of emot i on a l  and psycho l og i ca l  

i s sues are cons i dered t o  be outs i de the scope o f  t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 29 . 82  Comment :  

I t  was noted that those areas of the sovere i gn Shoshone- Bannock nat i ons  wh i ch  m i ght be 

affected by a transportat i on acc i dent were not i dent i f i ed .  
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There are about 80 k i l ometers ( 50 m i l es ) of trave l w i t h i n  the Shoshone-Bannock Reservat i on 

wh i ch may be affected . The chance of an acc i dent ( w i thout a re l ease ) on t h i s  sect i on of road i s  

1 . 1  x 1 0
-5  

per s h i pment . The chance of an acc i dent i n  wh ich  mater i a l  i s  re l eased i s  9 . 0  x 1 0
- 1 0 . 

Th i s  t rave l i s  a long routes 1 -84 and 1 - 1 5  and i s  through rura l popu lat i on areas . 

5 . 29 . 83 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the add i t i ve effects of a l l  the neg l i g i b l e  transportat i on hazards were not 

addressed . 

The F i na l  E I S  has been expanded to i n c l ude a thorough d i scuss i on of t ransportat i on i s sues 

i nc l ud i ng cumu l at i ve (add i t i ve ) t ransportat ion  r i sks . 

5 . 29 . 84 Comment : 

I t  was stated that past expe r i ence w i t h  rad i oact ive  mate r i a l  s h i pments  must be addressed . 

The Type B conta i ners and SST have been i n  use for over a decade . DOE ' s  operat i o n a l  

exper i ence w i th s h i pments of th i s  type i s  extens i ve , and there have been no  acc i dents resu l t i ng i n  

rad i oact i ve re l eases . Expe r i ence w i th nuc l ear  mater i a l s  s h i pp i ng i n  genera l i s  even more exten s i ve ,  

amount i ng  t o  about 2 . 8  m i l l i on unc l as s i f i ed s h i pments per year . 

References : 

Wo l ff ,  T .  A . , "The Transportat i on of Nuc l ear Mater i a l s , "  SAND84-0062 , Sand i a  Nat i on a l  

Laborator i e s , A l buquerque , NM , December 1984 . 

Jav i t z ,  H .  S .  et a l . ,  "Transport of Rad i oact i ve Mate r i a l  i n  t he Un i ted State s :  Resu l t s  o f  a 

Survey t o  Determ i ne the Magn i t ude and Character i s t i c s  of Domes t i c ,  Unc l a s s i f i ed S h i pments  of Rad i o 

act i ve Mater i a l s , "  SAND84- 7 1 74 , TTC-0534 ,  SR I  I nternat iona l ,  Men l o  Park , CA , 1 984 . 

5 . 29 . 85 Comment : 

Oppo s i t i on was expres sed to t ransportat i on of p l uton i um and other rad i oact i ve or hazardous 

wastes across Idaho ' s  h i ghways because of poss i b l e  cancer and contam i nat i on effects . 

Transport of p l ut on i um and other rad i oact i ve and hazardous mate r i a l s  i n  t he State of I daho 

occurs  and w i l l  cont i nue to occur regard less  of whether t he S I S  Fac i l i ty  i s  constructed or where i t  i s  

l ocated . A s i gn i f i cant port i on of rad i oact i ve mater i a l s  s h i pped are rad iopharmaceut i ca l s  and rad i o 

t herapy sources . Hos p i t a l s  a l so produce quant i t i es of rad i oact i ve wastes . A l so see t he response to 

comment 5 . 29 . 87 for i nformat i on on potent i a l  impact s  of transportat i on acc i dents . S I S  mate r i a l  

s h i pments are not expected t o  res u l t  i n  measura b l e  i ncrease i n  e i ther cancer deaths or  contam i nat i on .  
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5 . 29 . 86  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the rat i ona l e  for transport i ng  hazardous wastes across the country was not 

understoo d .  

Hazardous wastes from a l l over the country wou l d  not be t ransported to the I N EL  as a res u l t  

o f  S I S  operat ions . There wou l d  be two major  sources of feed mater i a l  resu l t i ng from S I S  operat i ons  

( Hanford and  Savannah R i ver ) , as d i scussed i n  the Draft E I S ,  and  mater i a l  wou l d  be s h i pped on ly  from 

these s i tes to the I N EL . See the responses to comments 5 . 29 . 49 and 5 . 29 . 98 for a d i scuss i on of safety 

records and conta i ners for transportat i on . 

5 . 29 . 87 Comment : 

Genera l concern was expressed over the potent i a l  i mpacts of a t ransportat ion  acc i dent ( truck 

or ra i l ) where p l uton i um was re l eased and humans were exposed . Some of t he concerns were 

decontam i nat i on cost s ,  rad iat i on exposures , re l eases to surface waters , cancer fata l i t i e s ,  

postacc i dent fear and other hea l t h  effects , and i nev i tab i l i ty o f  a severe tran sportat i on acc i dent . 

Genera l concerns rega rd i ng transportat i on acc i dents , conta i ners , and consequences are 

addressed on a more spec i f i c  bas i s  throughout t h i s  sect i on ( i . e . , 5 . 29 ) of comments and responses . 

W i t h  respect to ra i l  s h i pment , no impacts are ant i c i pated because ra i l  s h i pment of S I S  mate r i a l  i s  not 

be i ng cons i dered by DOE . Regard i ng concerns about "waste transport acc i dents on I daho roads , "  i t  

shou l d  b e  noted t hat the S I S  Project i s  wou ld  not be a major con t r i butor t o  the projected TRU waste 

s h i pment vo l ume from the I N EL , account i ng for less t han 9 percent of the tot a l  projected s h i pment 

vo l ume from the I N EL  to the W I PP . Regard i ng concerns over contam i nat i on  of the L i tt le  Sa lmon R i ve r ,  

see the response t o  comment 5 . 29 . 80 for a d i scus s i on o f  potent i a l  contam i nat i on o f  surface waters . 

A l s o ,  see the responses to comments 5 . 29 . 1 2 and 5 . 29 . 80 for d i scus s i on of d i spers a l  acc i dents . I t  i s  

i ncorrect to as sert that a severe acc i dent wou l d  be " i nev i tab l e . "  N UREG/CR-4829 ( see Reference ) 

i nc l udes an i n -depth d i scuss i on of some of the most severe transport acc i dents that have ever 

occurred . None was more severe than a Category I I I  acc i dent , wh i c h  resu l t s  in no re lease . The 

est imated probab i l i ty of occurrence of a severe acc i dent i nvo l v i ng a re lease i s  between 1 0
- 1 5  

and 

10- 1 0  per k i l ometer . 

Reference : 

F i sche r ,  L .  E . , et a l . ,  "Sh i pp i ng Conta iner  Response to Severe H i ghway and Ra i lway Acc i dent 

Cond i t i ons , "  NUREG/CR-4829 , UC I D-20733 , Nuc l ear Regu l atory Comm i ss i on ,  Was h i ngton , DC , February 1987 . 

5 . 29 . 88 Comment : 

Concern was expressed over contam i nat i on of t he Snake R i ver  P l a i n  aqu i fer  i n  the event of a 

transportat i on acc i dent . 

See the response t o  comment 5 . 29 . 80 for a d i scuss i on o f  potent i a l  contam i nat i on  o f  surface 

waters . Contam i nat i on of an aqu i fer  i s  even l ess  l i ke ly  for two reasons .  F i rst , the S I S-re l ated sh i p

ments  i nv o l ve a lmost exc l u s i ve ly i n s o l u b l e  mater i a l s ,  and groundwater cannot eas i ly be contam i nated 
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w i th  i n s o l u b l e  part icu l ates because of the f i l ter i ng  act i on of the geo l og i c  med i um through wh i c h  i t  

f l ows . Secon d ,  some mechan i sm must ex i st for a mater i a l , regard l ess  of i t s  chem i c a l  form ,  to get i nto 

an aqu i fer , for examp l e ,  l ong-term seepage of chem i ca l s  from a contam i nated l andf i l l .  A h i gh l y  loca

l i zed , short-term , surface event such as  a t ransportat i on acc i dent does not prov i de such a mechan i sm .  

5 . 2 9 . 89 Comment : 

Concern was noted regard ing  the impact of a t ransportat i on acc i dent i n  an urban area ( such as 

Bo i se ,  I daho ) , dense l y  popu l ated area , or  pr ime hunt i ng  and f i sh i ng areas , i nc l ud i ng the assoc i ated 

c leanup costs . 

The impact of an acc i dent at any s i ng l e  l ocat i on i s  not est imated i n  the r i sk ana lys i s ,  wh i c h  

i s  mode l ed as a mov i ng source ( t ruck ) , except a t  stops . A n  ana lys i s  f o r  a n  acc i dent o f  a part i c u l a r  

type at a part i c u l ar l ocat i on i s  best addressed b y  a consequence ana lys i s .  However ,  i t  shou l d  be 

noted that l ess  than 3 per�ent of the representat i ve route from Hanford to the I N EL  passes through 

areas of urban popu lat i on den s i ty ( 2 7  k i l ometers ) , and the probab i l i ty of occurrence of an acc i dent 

i nvo l v i ng a re lease ( Seve r i ty Categor i es V I I and V I I I ) in an urban area is about 5 . 4  x 1 0-9  per 

s h i pment for 2 7  k i l ometers of urban t rave l . Th i s  wou l d  i nc l ude t rave l through urban Bo i se .  A l s o ,  see 

the response to comment 5 . 29 . 80 for a d i scuss i on of conta i ner i nteg r i ty and pos s i b i l i ty  of a s p i l l  

i nto  a r i ve r ,  and see the response to  comment 5 . 29 . 34 on r i sks and costs of c l eanup . 

5 . 29 . 90  Comment : 

Concern was expressed w i th the uncert a i nty of the env i ronment a l  impacts  for a transportat i on 

acc i dent between Hanford and the I N EL . 

There a re severa l ways to deve l op a r i sk est imate . Ca l c u l at i on of upper-bound r i sk va l ues 

typ i ca l ly has been used for env i ronment a l  impact assessments , and that approach i s  used in the r i sk 

ana lys i s  desc r i bed i n  Append i x  A of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S .  The va l ues o f  the i nput 

parameters used in the ana lys i s  are e i ther f i rm l y  estab l i shed ( i . e . ,  subject to l i tt l e  uncerta i nty ) o r  

are conservat i ve l y  est imated . The re l evant parameters have been i dent i f i ed and exp l a i ned i n  the text 

in Appen d i x  A of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  See the response to comment 5 . 29 . 2 1  for d i scuss ion  

on the uncerta i nty of the ana lys i s .  

5 . 29 . 9 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that transportat i on of S I S  mater i a l s  wou l d  contam i nate the i ncom i ng and 

outgo i ng transpo rtat i on routes . 

The i nformat i on and r i sk ana l ys i s  methodo l ogy desc r i bed i n  Append i x  A o f  t h e  F i n a l  E I S  s hows 

that ( 1 ) the l i ke l i hood of one acc i dent resu l t i ng i n  a re l ease of rad i oact i ve mate r i a l  thereby 

contam i nat i ng transportat i on routes i s  very sma l l ,  and that ( 2 ) the l i ke l i hood of occurrence of such 

an acc i dent a l ong a part i c u l ar segment of a route ( e . g . , an i n /out transportat i on route ) is re l ated to  

the l ength of the segment in  ques t i on ( see the responses to comments 5 . 29 . 82 and 5 . 29 . 89 for  

examp les ) . The occurrence of one acc i dent at a part i cu lar  t ime or locat i on has no i nf l uence on the 
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probab i l i ty of occurrence of an acc i dent at another t ime or l ocat i on . The chance of two acc i dents  of 

a certa i n  type occurr i ng  on spec i f ied route segment ( s ) is sma l ler  t han t he chance of one such 

acc i dent . See a l so the response to comment 5 . 29 . 24 for a d i scus s i on of c leanup fo l l ow i ng an acc i dent . 

5 . 29 . 92 Comment : 

Concern was expressed over transportat i on of p l uton i um and S I S  rad i oact i ve ,  hazardous , and 

tox i c  wastes i n/out of the I daho Fa l l s  area . 

Rad i oact i ve mate r i a l  s h i pments i n  and out of the I NEL  genera l ly avo i d  the c i ty of I daho 

Fa l l s .  I f  a s h i pment passed through Idaho Fa l l s ( a 2 7-k i l ometer segment ) , the est imated proba b i l i ty 

of hav i n g  an acc i dent resu l t i ng i n  a re l ease i s  very sma l l  ( 5 . 4  x 1 0-9 per s h i pment ) . See the 

response to comment 5 . 29 . 89 for add i t i ona l i nformat i on . 

5 . 29 . 93 Comment :  

Conce rn wa s expressed over transportat ion  of p l uton i um ox i de powder and recovery o f  that 

powder in the event of a transportat ion  acc i dent . 

The i nha l at i on  tox i c i ty of p l uton i um i s  accounted for i n  the r i sk ana lys i s  code RADTRAN I I I .  

See Append i x  A of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  for d i spers i v i ty catego r i es . The exact extent of 

any loss  of p l uton i um to the env i ronment fo l l ow i ng an acc i dent invo l v i ng a re lease wou l d  depend on 

s i te-spec i f i c  c i rcumstances and c leanup methods . The pr imary hazard assoc iated w i t h  p l uton i um i s  that 

of i n ha l a t i on by humans ,  and the r i sk ana lys i s  in the Draft E I S  approp r i at e l y  empha s i zed t h i s .  Many 

methods of c l eanup ( e . g . , remova l of top so i l  or  pavement ) wou ld  prov i de recovery of much of the 

depos i ted mater i a l .  The EPA c l eanup c r i te r i a  requ i re t hat res i dua l contam i nat i on after c leanup not 

exceed 0 . 2  m i crocur i e  per square meter ( see Reference ) . See a l so response to comment 5 . 1 . 4 1 . 

Reference : 

"Proposed Gu i dance on Dose L i m i t s  for Persons Exposed to Transuran i um E l ements i n  the Genera l 

E nv i ronment , "  EPA 520/4-77-01 6 ,  US Env i ronment a l  Protect i on Agency . Off i ce of Rad iat i on  Programs , 

Was h i ngton , DC , September 1 9 7 7 .  

5 . 29 . 94 Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat safe t ransport of p l uton i um was not guaranteed and was an unknown . 

The Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  acknow l edge that a rad i o l o g i ca l  r i sk as we l l  as a 

nonrad i o l o g i ca l  r i sk (wh i ch i s  common to a l l  forms of transportat i on ) i s  assoc i ated w i th rad i oact i ve 

mater i a l s  t ransportat i on . I t  i s  imposs i b l e  to prov ide an abs o l ute guarantee of safet y ,  but the r i sk 

can be bounded . The purpose of the r i sk ana lys i s  i n  t he Draft E I S  and t he F i na l  E I S ,  presented i n  

Append i x  A ,  i s  to  prov i de a conservat i ve est imate o f  t he magn i t udes o f  the r i sks ( rad i o log i c a l  and 

nonrad i o l og i c a l ) assoc i ated w i th S I S  s h i pments . These r i sks are sma l l .  
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5 . 29 . 95 Comment : 

I t  was noted that there has never been an i n jury , death ,  or d i vers i on of nuc l ear  mater i a l  i n  

a t ransportat i on acc i dent i nvo l v i ng a n  SST . Rev i ewers  stated that t ra i ned d r i vers and cert i f i ed casks 

were used in t ransportat i on .  However , other rev i ewers expressed concern over i n herent hazards or 

dangers to t he eco l ogy from t he t ransport of p l uton i um and wastes . 

The r i sks for t ransportat i on of feed , product , and by-product g i ven i n  t he D raft E I S  and the 

F i na l  E I S ,  Append i x  A . 3 ,  are from a r i sk ana lys i s  that used conservat i ve  i nput va l ues  as  exp l a i ned i n  

the text . Add i t i ona l r i sks i ncurred from t he t ransport of TRU waste to the W I P P  and from the ons i te 

transport of l ow- l eve l wastes are d i scussed i n  Sect i on 4 of the F i na l  E I S . They are a l so  sma l l .  

There i s  a past h i story of safe t ransport of rad i oact i ve mater i a l s  of a l l types , wh i ch 

amounts to about 2 . 8  m i l l i on unc lass i f i ed s h i pments  per year ( see References and response to 

comment 5 . 29 . 33 ) . Shou l d  an acc i dent i nvo l v i ng a re l ease ever occur , any resu l t i ng contam i nat i on must 

be c l eaned up to EPA standards . 

The comment that "no one . . .  has been i n j ured or k i l led who was i n vo l ved i n  a transportat ion  

acc i dent of rad i oact i ve mate r i a l "  requ i res c l a r i f i cat i on . There have been severa l fata l i t i e s  from 

mechan ica l ( i . e . , crash-re lated ) i n ju r i es from transportat i on acci dents i nvo l v i ng rad i oact i ve 

mate r ia l s .  Howeve r ,  no rad i o l og i c a l  exposures resu l t i ng i n  death or i n j ury have been assoc i ated w i t h  

the transportat ion  o f  rad i oact i ve mater i a l s .  

5 . 29 . 9 6  Comment :  

I t  was stated that any project wh i ch  requ i res t ransportat i on of nuc l ear mate r i a l s  shows 

l i tt le  regard for t he env i ronment and human safety . 

DOE ho lds  a great regard for t he safety of the c i t i zens and the env i ronment . The proven 

safety record and thorough ana lys i s  of rad i oact i ve mate r i a l  s h i pments demonstrates that rad i oact i ve 

mater i a l s  can be transported safe l y .  

5 . 29 . 9 7 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the r i sk i nvo l ved i n  transportat ion  of S I S  mate r i a l s  was l ower t han gene

ra l transportat i on r i sk s ,  that it was about the same as  current I N EL  r i sk s , that it was l ower than 

transportat i on of a l a rge gaso l i ne tanker or  tox i c-chem i c a l  truck , and that it had a rad i at i on r i sk 

be l ow that of background rad iat i on . Convers e l y ,  rev i ewers a l so expressed concern that t ransportat i on 

of p l uton i um posed extreme r i sks  to popu l at i on and m i ght contam i nate homes and the env i ronment , that 

there are no proven methods for safe ly transport i ng and sto r i ng p l uton i um ,  and conc l uded that any r i sk 

was too great . 

The r i sk s  of t ransport i ng  S I S-re l ated mater i a l s  are desc r i bed i n  Append i x  A of t he Draft E I S  

and the F i na l E I S . Wh i l e a compar i son of the safety of t ransport i ng  mate r i a l  from the S I S  Project was 
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not made versus more commo n l y  encountered transportat i on hazards , the r i sks presented i n  the Draft E I S  

and the F i n a l  E I S  are i ndeed sma l l .  See the response to comment 5 . 29 . 93  for more i nformat i on on 

c l eanup of p l uton i um contam i nat i on from potent i a l  transport acc i dents . 

5 . 29 . 98 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the safety trend for hazardous mater i a l  transportat i on was becom i ng 

progress i ve l y  worse . 

W i th regard to the safety record for t ransportat i on of hazardous mater i a l s ,  even i n  genera l 

commerce , transportat i on acc i dents i n vo l v i ng  rad i oact i ve mate r i a l s  account for on l y  about 0 . 7  percent 

of the acc i dents/ inc i dents in the DOT ' s Hazardous Mate r i a l  I nc i dent ( HMI ) report i ng  system ( see 

Reference ) , and no trend toward decreas i ng safety is i nd i cated by these data . The add i t i ona l l eve l of 

safety and secur i ty prov i ded by Type B conta i ners s h i pped i n  an SST means  that t h i s  s h i pment 

conf i gurat i on has even l ower r i sks than these i n d i cated in the DOT report i ng  system . 

Reference : 

Wo l ff ,  T .  A . , "The Transportat i on of Nuc lear Mater i a l s , "  SAND84-0062 , Sand i a  Nat i on a l  

Laborator ies , A l buquerque , NM , December 1984 . 

5 . 29 . 99 Comment : 

I t  was stated there was no acceptab l e  method to safe l y  transport rad i oact i ve mater i a l s  

between s i tes . 

The rad i oact i ve mater i a l  w i l l  be s h i pped i n  NRC-cert i f i ed or DOT-approved conta i ners . 

Transport of the waste w i l l  be accomp l i shed i n  a safe and acceptab l e  manner .  The F i na l E I S  conc l udes 

that there wou l d  be no s i gn i f i cant env i ronmenta l impacts resu l t i ng from such transport . 

5 . 29 . 1 00 Comment : 

I t  was requested that the F i na l  E I S  more thoroug h l y  address the l ong-term effects of an 1 -84 

acc i dent i n  Treasure Va l l ey . 

The impact o f  a n  acc i dent a t  any s i ng l e  locat i on i s  not est imated i n  the t ransportat i on  

acc i dent consequence ana l ys i s .  The computer code ( RADTRAN I I I ) used to assess  the acc i dent conse

quences mode l s  a mov i ng  source through popu l at i on dens i ty zones a long representat i ve h i ghway routes . 

The l i ke l i hood of a part i c u l a r  acc i dent resu l t i ng i n  a re lease a l ong  a spec i f i c  segment of a route i s  

re lated to the l ength of that segment . I t  shou l d  be noted that the length of the route through 

Treasure Va l ley is about 80  k i l ometers through an essent i a l l y  rura l area . The probab i l i ty of an 

acc i dent i nvo l v i ng a re l ease ( Seve r i ty Catego r i es V I I and V I I I ) in an 80-k i l ometer  area is about 1 . 4 x 
-8 

1 0  per s h i pment . A l though the impact of an 1 -84 acc i dent i n  Treasure Va l l ey i s  not spec i f i ca l ly 

addressed , i f  such an u n l i ke l y  acc i dent occurred , the l ong-term consequences wou l d  certa i n ly be l ess  
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than the conservat i ve est imates  of r i sks  for a l l  S I S  s h i pments a l ong other ent i re routes . No  

s i gn i f i cant adverse long-term i mpacts wou l d  resu l t  from t ransportat i on acc i dents i n vo l v i ng S I S  

mate r i a l s .  

5 . 29 . 1 0 1  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that no agency was mon i to r i ng the transportat i on of p l uton i um ,  and an 

emergency preparedness p l an has not been deve l oped . 

The DOT mon i tors a l l  s h i pments of hazardous mate r i a l s ,  i nc l ud i ng p l uton i um .  Th i s  department 

sets the regu lat i ons  for transport i ng hazardous mate r i a l s .  A l l DOE s h i pments of hazardous mater i a l s  

are req u i red t o  meet DOT regu l at i ons . The i n d i v i dua l states and coun t i es a l ong the t ransportat i on 

routes have deve l oped emergency response p l ans for respon d i ng to transportat i on i nc i dents  i nvo l v i ng 

hazardous mater i a l s .  These p l ans  are tested for adequacy on a regu lar  bas i s  by the cogn i zant 

agenc i e s . Federa l a s s i stance and response p lans  are i n  p lace for dea l i ng w i t h  a t ransportat i on 

i nc i dent i n vo l v i ng  rad i oact i ve mater i a l .  DOE ' s  Rad i o l og i ca l  Ass i stance P rogram i s  ava i l a b l e  when 

requested by state or l oc a l  author i t i es . An exp l anat i on of how the system works i s  conta i ned i n  

Sect i on 4 . 6  o f  the F i na l  E I S .  See a l so the responses t o  comments 5 . 29 . 2 7 and 5 . 29 . 66 for more 

i nformat i on on emergency preparednes s .  

5 . 29 . 102  Comment : 

I t  was nQted that the S I S  Project wou l d  create more nuc l ear weapon waste and p l uton i um 

t ransportat i on for Hanford and O regon byways .  

Operat i on of the S I S  Project , regard l ess  of i t s l ocat i on , wou l d  not s i gn i f i cant l y  i nc rease 

the amount of waste or p l uton i um t ransported on Was h i ngton and Oregon routes . The r i sks  of 

t ransportat i on are presented and d i scussed i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S .  

5 . 29 . 1 03 Comment :  

I t  was requested that route-spec i f i c  data , i n c l u d i n g  route maps , be i dent i f i e d ,  made pub l i c ,  

and enforced by state po l i ce . I t  was a l so noted that DOE has used non- i nterstate routes for mater i a l  

s h i pments  when safer i nterstate routes cou l d  have been used . Add i t iona l l y ,  rev i ewers requested that 

const ruct i on projects ,  se i sm i c  act i v i ty ,  popu l at i on dens i t i e s , se i sm i c  cert i f i cat i on of b r i dges and 

tunne l s ,  w i nd patterns and dra i nage d i rect i ons  under a max imum cred i b l e  acc i dent scenar i o  and 

i dent i f i cat i on of other meteoro l og i ca l hazards be eva l uated in r i sk assessment . 

I nformat i on  on the number ,  t im i n g ,  and exact route of s h i pments  i s  c l ass i f ied . The DOT i s  

respon s i b l e  for enforc i ng rad i oact i ve mater i a l  t ransportat i on  regu l at i ons . 

The acce l erat ions  assoc i ated w i th  even l arge earthquakes wou ld not generate forces on a s h i p 

p i ng conta i ner as  great as those exper i enced dur i ng  the NRC performance tests a n d  wou l d  n o t  cause fa i l 

ure of a Type B conta i ne r .  H i stor i c  acc i dents  that have occurred a s  a res u l t  o f  a n  earthquake o r  road 

construct i on  projects are i nc l uded in the DOT acc i dent data . 
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I t  shou l d  be noted that l ess than 3 percent of the representat i ve route from Hanford to the 

I NEL ( about 27 km ) passes through areas of urban popu lat i on dens i ty .  The probab i l i ty  of occurrence of 

an acc i dent i nvo l v i n g  a re l ease ( Sever i ty Categor ies  V I I  and V I I I ) i n  an urban area i s  about 5 . 4  x 
-9 

10 per s h i pment for 2 7  k i l ometers of urban t rave l .  Th i s  wou l d  i nc l ude t rave l through urban Bo i se .  

Except for the access  route to the s i t e ,  a l l  transport of S I S -re l ated rad i oact i ve and other 

hazardous mater i a l s  w i l l  occur  on i nterstate h i ghways , wh i c h  are constructed to a un i form eng inee r i ng 

standard throughout the country . Th i s  w i l l  be i n  comp l i ance w i t h  the DOT ' s  HM- 1 64 ,  wh i ch  states that , 

where poss i b l e ,  h i ghway-route-contro l l ed quant i t i es of rad i oact i ve mater i a l s  must be transported on 

the i nterstates or on state-des i gnated a l ternate routes . Des i gnat i on of a l ternate routes must be 

accompan i ed by a safety ana lys i s  demonstrat ing  that the routes are of equa l or greater safety . 

The access route for the I NEL  i s  U . S .  H i ghway 2 6 .  Road cond i t i ons  are assessed on t h i s  

route p r i or t o  s h i pment . Sh i pments w i l l  not be d i spatched i f  adverse weather cond i t i ons  are present 

or i mm i nent , wh i c h  w i l l  further m i n im i ze r i sks .  

Weather-re l ated road c l osures i n  the reg i on are not expected to affect the r i sk est imates . 

Effects  due to weather w i l l  be kept to a m i n imum by cons i der i ng actua l  and forecast road cond i t i ons , 

and by not d i spatch i ng trucks i n  bad weather or under poor forecast cond i t i ons . Rest r i ct i ng t ruck 

transport to good weather cond i t i ons  wou l d  reduce the overa l l  t ruck acc ident rate by about 10 percent 
( NUREG- 0 1 7 0 ,  Sect i on 6 . 3 . 3 ) . S i nce acc i dents assoc i ated w i t h  t rave l i n  poor weather cond i t i o n s  are 

i nc l uded i n  the DOT acc i dent-rate data that were used i n  the r i sk  ana lys i s ,  the r i sk est imate i s  

s l i gh t l y  conservat i ve w i t h  respect t o  t h i s  parameter .  I n  the un l i ke ly event o f  a n  unforeseen road 

c l osure , rad i o l og i ca l i mpacts wou l d  be assoc i ated ma i n ly w i t h  an i ncrease in stop t ime and perhaps an 

i ncrease/decrease in d i stance t rave led ( e . g . , if a veh i c le were a b l e  to use an a l ternate route ) . 

S i nce on l y  one or a few s h i pments wou l d  be affected on an annua l bas i s ,  the overa l l  annua l 

i n c i dent-free r i sk est imate wou ld  not change s i gn i f i cant ly . 

The un i form eng i neer i ng  standards for i nterstate h i ghways do g i ve spec i f i cat i ons for b r i dges 

and tunne l s .  However ,  ne i ther these standards nor any others make any attempt t o  guarantee that a 

tunne l ,  i n  part i cu l a r ,  wou l d  w i t hstand a severe earthquake . The response to comment 5 . 29 . 80 covers 

the i s sue of fa l l s ,  a s  in fa l l i n g  off overpasses . However ,  there is h i stor i ca l ly demonstrab l e  l ow 

frequency of severe damage to tunne l s  even i n  areas of h i gh se i sm i c  act i v i ty ( e . g . , Ca l i forn i a ) .  

A l s o ,  i n  a t r u l y  catastrop h i c  tunne l co l l apse that i n vo l ves stat i c  l oads great enough to cause the 

package ( s ) to re l ease the i r  contents ( s i nce it is not poss i b l e  to have an engu l f i ng f i re when the 

s h i pment is covered by tons of rocks ) , the s h i pment w i l l  a l so be protected aga i n st  d i spersa l s i nce i t  

i s  d i f f i c u l t  to  generate a n  aeroso l  p l ume from a s h i pment covered by tons o f  rock s . 

W i t h  regard to w i nd d i rect i ons  and "other meteoro log i ca l  factors , "  the RADTRAN r i sk ana l ys i s  

con s i ders Pasqu i l l  Stab i l i ty  Category frequenc i es of occurrence a s  part of the i ntermed i ate c a l c u l a 

t i ons . Pasqu i l l  Stab i l i ty  Categor i e s  are i n d i cators of w i nd speed and atmospher i c  stab i l i ty ,  wh i ch  

are important to p l ume d i spersa l .  Nat i ona l average va lues were used . A consequence ca l cu lat i on i s  

performed w i t h i n  RADTRAN i n  wh i ch  the p l ume i s  assumed t o  pass over an area of each popu l at i on den s i ty 

used i n  the ana lys i s  ( rura l ,  suburban , and urban ) . Doses are ca lcu lated for each den s i ty zone 

( assum i ng un i form d i st r i but i on of persons ) , for each sever i ty category , and each exposure pathway . 

These are then mu l t i p l i ed by the approp r i ate probab i l i t i e s  of occurrence and summed to g i ve a r i sk 

est i mate . Thu s ,  meteoro l og i c a l  factors (w i nd speed and atmosphe r i c  stab i l i ty )  are con s i dered i n  the 

ana lys i s ,  but w i nd d i rect i on  data (w i nd roses ) are not necessary for th i s  type of ana lys i s .  

As appropr i ate , port i ons  of the preceed i ng i nformat i on have been added to the F i na l  E I S .  
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5 . 2 9 . 1 04 Comment : 

Rev i ewers  expressed concern about the frequency of new routes for p l uton i um s h i pments  and 

expressed concern over acc i dents on I daho ' s  h i ghways . 

Frequency and rout i ng i nformat ion  concern i ng p l uton i um s h i pments  i s  c lass i f i ed .  The 

t ransportat i on assoc i ated r i sks are covered in the F i na l  E I S .  The assessments ,  wh i ch were deve l oped 

to approp r i at e l y  overest imate the 

a long the t ransportat i on routes . 

5 . 29 . 93 . 

5 . 2 9 . 1 05  Comment :  

consequences , i n d i cate a l ow r i sk t o  the env i ronment and popu lace 

Add i t i on a l  i nformat i on is i nc l uded in the response  to comment 

Concern was expressed over t ransportat i on routes through urban areas . 

M i n im i z i ng s h i pments o r  t ransportat ion  routes through u rban areas i s  cons i dered i n  

t ransportat i on p l ann i n g .  The r i sks o f  transport acc i dents i n  urban areas are i nc l uded i n  the Draft 

E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S . 

5 . 29 . 1 06 Comment : 

I t  was asked what hazardous mater i a l s  and hazardous waste products w i l l  be t ransporte d ,  

stored or  ut i l i zed f o r  t h e  propos ed S I S  P ro ject . I t  was a l so noted that H i ghway 1 -84 , LaGrande , and 

surround i ng roads are too t reacherous due to i ce and snow to safe ly t ransport nuc l ear  wastes . 

T h e  hazardous mater i a l s  and hazardous wastes generated annua l ly dur i ng operat i on o f  t he S I S  

P roject are l i sted i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5  of the F i na l E I S ,  and the d i spos i t i on of t hese wastes i s  a l so 

desc r i bed .  No s h i pments of waste and no SSTs wou ld  be d i spatched i n  i nc l ement weather or dur i ng 

unacceptab l e  road cond i t i ons . See the response to comment 5 . 2 9 . 1 03 for add i t i on a l  i nformat i on .  

5 . 2 9 . 1 07  Comment :  

I t  was stated that DOE ' s  record for t ransport i ng rad i oact i ve mater i a l  i s  not good , and there 

have been many acc i dents .  

DOE Orders requ i re that adequate transfer records ( DOE/NRC Form 741/741A ) be ma i nta i ned to 

ensure accountab i l i ty of SNM dur i ng s h i pment . As i nd icated in the F i n a l  E I S ,  the DOE transportat i on 

record i s  exce l l ent and has never resu lted i n  a rad i oact ive  re lease or s i gn i f i cant impact . 

5 . 29 . 1 08 Comment :  

Rev i ewers stated that I daho transportat i on records were exce l l ent and that the p r i mary goa l 

was pub l i c  safety . 
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I t  i s  DOE ' s  i ntent to s h i p  rad i oact i ve mater i a l  i n  a safe manne r .  

5 . 29 . 1 09  Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  the i dea of p l uton i um theft from a terro r i s t  h i jack i ng  has been con s i dered . 

As stated i n  the F i n a l  E I S ,  protect i on of p l uton i um from terro r i s t  attack i s  a pr ime cons i d 

erat i on by  t he DOE  A l burquerque T ransportat i on Off i ce ,  whose respons i b i l i t i e s  i nc l ude nuc lear mate r i a l  

transfers . Spec i a l i zed equ i pment and h i gh ly tra i ned personne l ensure that the l o s s  o f  p l uton i um to 

terror i st attack is very un l i ke l y .  

5 . 2 9 . 1 1 0  Comment : 

I t  was noted that t he use of S STs  by DOE for s h i pments i s  not mandatory and that DOE i s  on ly  

req u i red to  match NRC s h i pment ru les , i f  app l i cab l e  to the s h i pment . 

Because of secur ity  con s i derat i ons , a l l  SNM s h i pments  to and from the S I S  Fac i l i ty w i l l  be 

made in SST veh i c l e s . 

5 . 29 . 1 1 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that DOE t ransport veh i c les  carry dangerous secur i ty weapons and a l i cense to 

k i l L  

Sh i pments of weapon-grade nuc l ear  mate r i a l s  must be c l ose l y  guarded as a matter of nat i ona l 

secu r i ty .  The armed guards t hat accompany each SST s h i pment are r i gorous l y  t ra i ned i n  f i rearms safety 

and secur i ty procedure s ,  i nc l ud i ng weapons use , and under spec i a l  c i rcumstances dead l y  force m i ght be 

warranted to protect these s h i pments . The presence of armed guards i s  requ i red to deter or prevent 

unauthor i zed i n d i v idua l s  or  organ i zat i ons from obta i n i ng nuc l ear weapon mater i a l s .  

5 . 29 . 1 1 2  Comment : 

I t  was noted that a great d i spar i ty ex i sts between t he a l l ocat i on  of DOE resources to the 

W I PP and the State of New Mex i co  for t he i r  assoc i ated r i s k ,  when compared to the r i sks  assoc i ated w i t h  

transportat ion , proces s i n g ,  t reatment , and storage o f  waste a t  other fac i l i t i es i n  other states p r i or 

to d i spos a l  at the W I PP . 

As part of t he enab l i ng l eg i s l at i on  for t he W I P P  fac i l i t y ,  Congress d i rected DOE to enter 

into an agreement for consu l tat i ons and cooperat i on w i t h  the State of New Mex i co . T h i s  agreement was 

o r i g i na l ly s i gned by both part i es in J u l y  198 1 , and has s i nce been mod i f i ed to c l a r i fy spec i f i c  
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respons i b i l i t i es and ob l i gat i on s . The fund i ng prov i ded by DOE to the State of New Mex ico  i s  based on 

the spec i f i c  respons i b i l i t i es as  def i ned by the agreement ,  rather than on the bas i s  of the r i sks of 

TRU waste transport , storage , or d i sposa l . 

5 . 29 . 1 1 3  Comment : 

I t  was asked how much more transport of p l uton i um w i l l  be through Oregon to support the S I S  

Project , and what comm i tment DOE w i l l  make to reso lve  Oregon ' s  concern about safe t ransport o f  these 

mater i a l s .  

I nformat i on on the number , t im i ng ,  and exact route of s h i pments  i s  c lass i f i ed .  As 

i dent i f i ed in the response to comment 5 . 29 . 1 02 ,  a l l  feed s h i pments  wou l d  be transported in SSTs that 

prov i de for the safest transport of p l uton i um feed . DOE wou l d  adhere to a l l  agreements between DOE 

and the State of Oregon respect i ng those s h i pments .  

DOE-owned nuc l ear  mater i a l s  are a l ready be i ng  transported through Oregon from Wash i ngton . 

DOE b e l i eves that the agreement s  a l ready i n  p lace between DOE and the State of Oregon are adequate to 

cover S I S  s h i pments .  See the response to comment 5 . 29 . 76 for more i nformat i on about regu lat i ons  

concern i ng rad i oact i ve  mater i a l  transport . 

5 . 29 . 1 1 4  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Draft E I S  d i d  not d i scuss  transportat i on costs , such as emergency 

response tra i n i ng ,  i nfrastructure costs , conta i ner manufactu r i ng costs , acc i dent c l eanup costs , and  

the add i t i ona l cost  of ma i ntenance . 

The costs of truck and conta i ner manufactu r i ng are i nc l uded i n  the annua l operat i ng costs 

for the S I S  P roject . Emergency tra i n i ng costs are borne by the i nd i v i dua l states , but are supported 

by Federa l agenc i e s  through perm i ss ion  of spec i a l ly tra i ned response teams ( on ca l l ) and equ i pment . 

The s i t i ng of the S I S  P roject and the accompany i ng transportat i on r i sks  resu l t i ng ,  therefore , wou l d  

not d i ffer s i gn i f i cant l y  from the ex i st i ng s i tuat ion , a n d  wou l d  not i ncrease tran sportat i on costs . 

See the response to comment 5 . 29 . 1  for add i t i ona l i n format i on about c leanup costs . 
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5 . 30  TECH N I CAL WASTE 

5 . 30 . 1  Draft E I S  P resentat i on 

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1  Comment : 

Maps of a l l  waste bur i a l  areas and potent i a l  downgrad i ent  contam i nated p l umes i n  re lat ion  

to Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project perco l at i on ponds were requested a long w i t h  an exp l anat i o n  

of  why add i ng " water" to  t he system w i l l  n ot  i ncrease conductance of  a l ready contam i nated water . 

References c i ted i n  both the Draft Env i ronmenta l I mpact Statement ( E I S ) and the F i n a l  E I S  

conta i n  waste bur i a l  maps and the ca l c u l ated and measured downgra d i ent  p l umes .  The "contam i nated 

water" in the I daho Chem i ca l  P rocess i ng P l ant ( I CPP ) area was t he res u l t  of the p rev i ous use of an 

i n ject i on we l l  that i s  no l onger used and i s  expected to be p l ugged w i th cement in 1 989 . The S I S  

d i scharges of nonrad i oact i ve and nonhazardous l i q u i d  eff l uents  t o  perco lat ion  ponds w i thout 

attentuat ion  through the unsaturated subsurface wou l d  be less than about 0 . 0007  percent of the annua l 

d i scharge of ground water to the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fe r .  G i ven s uch  a sma l l  percentage , i t  i s  

h i g h l y  un l i ke ly that t h e  S I S  d i scharges wou l d  i ncrease conductance . 

As part of DOE ' s  goa l of i mprov i ng waste management pract i ces , a new perco l at i on pond or 

ponds w i l l  be constructed at the I CPP . The l i q u i d  eff l uents  d i scharged to the new pond ( s ) w i l l  be 

nonhazardous and nonrad i oact i ve and w i l l  meet a l l  Federa l and state regu lat i ons . The S I S  l i qu i d  

eff l uents w i l l  b e  d i scharged to the new ponds , not t he ex i st i ng perco l at ion  ponds , and thus  wou l d  not 

impact the ex i st i ng ponds . A l so see t he response to  comment 5 . 30 . 1 . 5 .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 2 Comment : 

I t  was po i n ted out that t he Draft E I S  l acks deta i l s of hand l i ng/m i t i gat i ng S I S  contam i nated 

water resu l t i ng from an acc i dent or norma l operat i ons . Concern was expressed that it wou l d  perco l ate 

i nto the groundwater system . 

The l i q u i d  waste  systems of the S I S  Project as d i scussed i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of t he F i n a l  

E I S  are des i gned t o  prec l ude potent i a l l y  contam i nated water from be i ng  d i scharged t o  t he serv i ce waste 

system . The on l y  l i qu i d  waste streams that wou ld  be d i scharged on a rout i ne  bas i s  wou l d  be process 

steam condensate and coo l i ng water b l owdown . To ensure that t hese non rad i oact i ve and nonhazardous 

l i qu i d  waste streams are nonhazardous and nonrad i oact i ve ,  t hese l i qu i d  wastes wou l d  be mon i tored p r i or 

to d i scharge . A l l l i qu i d  waste  streams t hat are potent i a l ly contam i nated by p rocesses  wou l d  be 

hand led as  e i ther transura n i c  ( TRU ) waste , l ow- leve l waste , m i xed was t e ,  or hazardous waste . L i qu i d  

waste  i nfrequent l y  generated from f l oor dra i n s  wou ld  be c o l l ected i n  catch tanks t hat wou l d  norma l ly 

be empty ,  samp l ed to determ i ne whether t hey were hazardous and/or rad i oact i ve ,  and then hand l ed i n  

accordance w i th the resu l t s  o f  samp l i ng . 

The S I S  fac i l i t i e s  wou l d  be des i gned i n  accordance w i t h  U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) 

Orders , wh i ch  requ i re conta i nment of a l l  rad i oact i ve s p i l l s i n  t he event of a des i gn-bas i s  acc ident . 

See response to comment 5 . 8 . 1 4 .  
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5 . 30 . 1 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the F i na l E I S  must ana l yze aqu i fer vu l nerab i l i ty  to contam i nat i on , 

i nc l ud i ng U . S .  Geo l og i ca l Survey ( USGS ) mon i tor i ng reports of the I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng  

Laboratory ( I N EL ) s i te .  I t  was converse l y  stated that assumpt i ons  used by USGS i n  est imat i ng  

contam i nat i on m i grat i on are  i n correct . 

The F i na l E I S  assesses the potent i a l  impacts of the S I S  Project w i t h  respect to ground 

water . Sect i ons  4 . 1 . 2 . 2  ( nonrad i oact i ve ) and 4 . 1 . 2 . 3  ( for postu lated impacts of stor i ng  l ow- l eve l 

waste at the I N E L ) of the F i na l  E I S ,  desc r i be the i mpacts on the aqu i fer . Based on the data l i sted , 

the impacts  are m i nor . E x i s t i ng contam i nat i on at the I N EL  i s  br i ef l y  addressed i n  Sec t i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 4 .  

The USGS mode l s  are pred ict i ve mathema t i ca l mode l s  wh i c h  have been va l i dated w i t h  

f i e l d-co l l ected data . A s  add i t i ona l data are co l l ected ,  t h e  assumpt i ons  and va l ues used i n  t he mode l s  

are rev i sed a s  approp r i ate . Mode l res u l t s  compare favorab ly  w i t h  f i e l d-co l l ected data , and the 

" a ssumpt i ons"  used by the USGS appear to be representa t i v e ,  not i naccurate . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the que s t i ons about unres o l ved prob l ems w i t h , and prov i s i on for ,  the 

S I S -generated waste have not been addressed . 

The Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S  i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  address the d i spos i t i on of a l l S I S-generated 

wastes . A l so see t he response to comment 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  regard i ng the Waste I s o lat i on P i lot  P lant (W I PP ) . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 5 Comment : 

Concern was expres sed over the cursory treatment i n  the E I S  of ex i s t i ng contam i nat i on of 

the Snake R i ver P la i n  aqu i fer  and groundwater , wh i c h  makes i t  imposs i b l e  to determ i ne the extent of 

contam i nat i on from prev i ous act i v i t i e s . I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  attempts to cover up past 

contam i nat i on at t he I N EL . Convers e l y ,  others stated that the Draft E I S  adequate l y  addresses aqu i fer 

safety and that the S I S  Project w i l l  not present a threat to the aqu i fe r .  

The purpose of t h i s  E I S  i s  to assess the impact of the proposed act i on of construct i ng and 

operat i ng the S I S  Project and i t s reasonab l e  a l ternat i ves . E x i st i ng ground water contam i nat i on at the 

I N E L  is b r i e f l y  addressed in Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 4  of both the Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S .  

Rad i oact i ve re l eases at the I N EL  have been exten s i ve l y  documented i n  numerous reports for 

more than 30  years . These reports have descr i bed the waste products d i scharged and mapped the p l umes 

in the perched-water bod i es and in the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer . A nat i ona l dec i s i on was made about 

35  yea rs ago to  store i ntermed i ate- and h i gh - l eve l  rad i oact i ve was t e ,  and to d i scharge l ow- l eve l waste 
( LLW ) to the env i ronment in the preferred manner for that s i te . Most of the waste products in the 

aqu i fer are a res u l t  of t h i s  po l i cy of i ntent i ona l d i sposa l of LLW . S i nce the l ate 1970s , 

cons i derab le  effort has been expended to m i n i m i ze the quant i t i es of waste generated . The fo l l ow i ng 

p lant processes have been changed :  recyc l i ng has been ut i l i zed when feas i b l e ,  d j scharge and treatment 

methods have been improved , and future p lans ca l l  for less  d i scha rge to the env i ronment . As a res u l t  
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of these changes , the concentrat i ons  of contam i nants i n  the Snake R i ver P la i n  aqu i fer are decreas i ng 

and i t  i s  ant i c i pated that concent rat i ons w i l l  cont i nue to dec rease . These wastes i n  the aqu i fer  

curren t l y  do  not  pose  a hea l t h  r i sk to the  pub l i c .  

Des i gn of the S I S  Project has i ncorporated new methods t o  m i n im i ze waste generat i on du r i ng 

norma l operat i on and to m i t i gate re l eases to the env i ronment resu l t i ng from postu l ated acc i dent s .  

The S I S  Project w i l l  not con t r i bute to future groundwater contam i nat i on at the I NEL . DDE Drders and 

comp l i ance w i t h  the Resource Conse rvat i on and Recovery Act ( RCRA ) w i l l  requ i re cont i nued groundwater 

mon i to r i ng to track ex i s t i ng contam i nant p l umes and to i n i t i ate remed i a l  act i ons  where requ i red . The 

res u l t s  w i l l  be documented in pub l i c l y  ava i lab le  reports . Further ,  under the Comprehens i ve 

Env i ronmenta l Response Compensat i on and L i ab i l i ty Act ( CERCLA ) , remed i a l  act i on may a l so  be 

imp lemented as requ i red . 

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 6  Comment :  

fo l l ow i ng : 

I t  was stated that an adequate assessment of the aqu i fer cond i t ion  must address the 

1 .  The probab i l i ty of two or three Superfund s i tes be ing  i dent i f ied at the I N E L  for 

potent i a l  prob l ems and so l u t i ons . 

2 .  T r i c h l o roethy l ene ( TCE ) i n  Test Area North ( TAN ) dr i nk i ng wate r .  

3 .  Chrom i um contam i nat i on i n  the perched water zone above the aqu i fer a t  the Test Reactor 

Area ( TRA ) . 

4 .  T r i c h l oroethy l ene and ca rbon tetrach l o r i de ( CC1 4
) i n  the ground water at the 

Rad i oact i ve Waste Management Comp lex ( RWMC ) . 

5 .  T r i t i um contam i nat i on of the aqu i fer  m i grat i ng  off the I N EL  s i t e .  

6 .  Mercu ry contam i nat i on o f  t h e  aqu i fer b y  i n ject i on we l l s .  

7 .  Low- leve l rad i oact i ve waste contam i nat i on of the groundwater at I CPP . 

8 .  The 29 ex i s t i ng I CPP contam i nat i on s i tes p r i or t o  S I S  construct i on . 

See the response to comment 5 . 30 . 1 . 5  regard ing  the scope of t h i s  E I S  re lat i ve to ex i s t i ng 

contam i nat i on .  

TCE has been i dent i f i ed i n  water from we l l s that tap the Snake R i ver P la i n  aqu i fer a t  TAN 

at the I NE L .  The resu lts  were documented and reported in USGS open f i l e report 87- 766 , pub l i shed i n  

December 1 98 7 .  TCE was detected i n  three o f  f i ve d r i nk i ng water we 1 1 � a t  TAN i n  concentrat i ons of 

5 . 4 ,  7 . 7 ,  and 7 . 5  parts per b i l l i on ( ppb ) , w h i ch are s l i ght l y  above the Env i ronmenta l P rotect i on 

Agency ( EPA ) d r i nk i ng water g u i de l i nes of 5 ppb . A sus pected source of the TCE contam i nat i on i s  a 

d i sposa l we l l  that has not rece i ved waste water s i nce 1972 . There are current l y  no i n ject i on we l l  

d i sposa l pract i ces at TAN that i nvo lve TCE or other hazardous wastes . Pr i or  pract i ces  at TAN have no 

re lat i onsh i p  w i th the proposed S I S  Project . A l l  S I S  Project TCE as i den t i f i ed in Sect ion  2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of 

the Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S  wou l d  be hand led as a hazardous waste in accordance w i t h  RCRA 

requ i rements . 
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Chrom i um was used i n  coo l i ng  towers at TRA from 1 952 through 1 9 72  for corros i on 

i nh i b i t i on .  Chromi um contam i nat i on i s  a res u l t  of waste management pract i ces  that are no longer 

ut i l i zed . The S I S  Project wou l d  not use chrom i um as a corros ion  i n h i b i tor  as l i sted i n  Tab le  2-8 of 

the F i na l E I S .  

TCE has  been detected i n  groundwater be l ow TAN but not at the RWMC a s  d i scussed i n  Sect ion  

3 . 1 . 4 . 4  of the F i n a l  E I S .  CC 14 has  been detected i n  l ow concentrat i ons  ( 0 . 2  to 6 . 6  m i crograms/ 

l i ter ) i n  aqu i fer  samp l e s  co l l ected near the RWMC . The S I S  Project wou ld  not d i scharge TCE or CC 14 
to the aqu i fer . 

I n  1 983 , tr i t i um was detected at low leve l s  i n  water from we l l s that tap the Snake R i ver 

P la i n  aqu i fer near the southern I NEL  boundary and south of the TRA- I CPP areas . Th i s  i s  c l ose to t he 

1980 arr i v a l  t ime that was pre d icted by use of mathemat i c a l  mode l s .  Tr i t i um had m i grated about 9 

m i les i n  30 years , or at an approx imate groundwater v e l oc i ty of 4 . 3  feet per day . The t r i t i um came 

from pond d i sposa l  at the TRA and from we l l  i n ject i on d i sposa l at the I CPP . The t r i t i um 

concentrat i ons  are very l ow--about one-fort i eth  of the EPA gu i de l i nes for tr i t i um .  P red i ct ive  

mathemat i c a l  mode l s  and  other ca l cu lat i on s  i nd i cate that the t r i t i um concentrat ions  beyond the  

southern I NE L  boundary w i l l  never exceed EPA  gu i de l i nes , and  the tr i t i um does not impa i r  the water for 

any use . Thus , t r i t i um is bare l y  detectab le  and does not exceed EPA gu i de l i nes , nor  i s  it expected to 

do s o .  The S I S  Project wou l d  not d i scharge t r i t i um .  

The extent and concentrat i on o f  contam i nat i on i n  the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer  have been 

we l l  character i zed and def i ned by a comprehens i ve , on-go i ng mon i tor i ng and test i ng program . Mercury 

contam i nat i on has  been detected i n  trace quant i t ies  at the I CPP i n ject i on we l l .  A l l contam i nat i on at  

the I N EL  is  currently be i ng i nvest i gated , under the gu i dance of EPA ' s  Reg ion  X ,  i n c lud i ng ex i st i ng 

s i tes at or near the I CPP . The resu lts  of character i zat i on act i v i t i es and any proposed p l ans  to 

address contam i nat i on at these s i tes under the Consent Order and Comp l i ance Agreement w i l l  be governed 

by appropr i ate RCRA/CERCLA requ i rements . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 7  Comment : 

A lack of deta i l  was noted concern i ng hazardous waste hand l i ng and generat i on at var i ous 

po i nts  in the S I S  process ( e . g . , no recyc l e  in the t rue sense i s  be i ng used , and the E I S  i dent i f i es 

d i spos i t i on of wastes based on resu lts  of samp l i ng ) . 

As i dent i f i ed i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of the F i n a l  E I S ,  steam condensate from the heat i n g  system 

wou l d  be recyc l ed to the I CPP  steam p lant and , as descr i bed i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 1 . 2 ,  S i destream P roces s i ng ,  

sa l ts wou l d  a l so be recyc l ed .  T he  d i spos i t i on of  wastes based on  mon i to r i ng i s  n ot  based on 

uncerta i nt i es in the compos i t i on  of the l i q u i d  waste streams but rather i s  i ntended to prov i de for the 

abs o l ute certa i nty that l i qu i d  wastes are hand led in  accordance w i th the appropr i ate reg u l atory 

req u i rements .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 8 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the E I S  shou l d  assess added contam i nat i on ons i te and offs i te due to 

enhanced operat ions  at the I CPP . 
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The impacts of construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  Project , i nc l ud i ng those from 
atmospher i c  em i ss i ons and waste generat i on ,  are addressed i n  the E I S .  The S I S  Project , i f  constructed 

and operated at the I NEL  in the ICPP area , wou l d  ne i ther "enhance" ex i st i ng ICPP operat ions nor be 

dependent on any e x i st i ng ICPP  fac i l i t ies except those spec i f i ca l ly  ident i f i ed in the E I S  ( e . g . ,  
Serv i ce Waste System , San i ta ry Waste Treatment Fac i l i ty ,  Coa l F i red Steam-Generat ing  Fac i l i ty) . The 

S I S  P roject wou l d  be i ndependent of other operat ions  at the ICPP . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 9 Comment : 

It was noted that the Draft E I S  shou l d  address mi xed waste d i sposa l a lternat i ves , 

spec i f i ca l ly w i th  respect to potent i a l  i nc i nerat i on i n  the Process Exper iment a l  P i lot P l ant ( PREPP ) . 
Concern was expressed that , due to extens i ve RCRA perm i tt i ng evo l ut i ons , S I S  m i xed waste may 

accumu late i ndef i n i te ly .  

As stated i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  a Part B perm i t  

app l icat ion as req u i red b y  RCRA has been subm i tted and w i l l  b e  updated as requ i red for u s e  o f  the 

P rocess Exper imenta l P i l ot P lant ( PREPP ) i n  treatment of hazardous and m i xed waste . The Department of 
Energy is current ly prepa r i ng an env i ronment a l  assessment to ana lyze the potent i a l  env i ronment a l  

impacts o f  process ing  T R U  m i xed waste a t  PREPP . 

M i xed wastes wou ld be stored at the I N EL  Rad ioact i ve M i xed Was te Storage Fac i l i ty ( RMWSF )  

located i n  the Spec i a l  Power Excurs ion Reactor Test ( SPERT) I V  area . The I NEL  has subm i tted a RCRA 

Part A perm it  for the RMWS F .  A Part B app l icat i on for the RMWSF h a s  a l so been subm i tted and w i l l  be 
updated as necessary . M i xed waste wou l d  be stored ons i te unt i l  i t s  d i spos i t i on i s  determ i ned , or an 

off s i te TSD for such waste i s  ava i lab le . TRU m i xed wastes wou l d  be transported to the W IPP  fac i l i ty 
i n  New Mex i co .  W IPP  w i l l  comp ly w i th a l l  app l i cab le  requ i rements of the Resource Conservat i on and 

Recovery Act ( RCRA ) . DOE i s  current ly  work ing  w ith  the EPA and the State of New Mex ico to reso lve 

uncerta i n t i es regard i ng the procedures for obta i n i ng a RCRA perm i t  for WIPP . The quant i ty of 

l ow- level  m i xed waste i s  expected to be a sma l l  percentage of the tot a l  quant i ty of m i xed waste 

i dent i f ied in the F i na l  E I S .  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 0 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that page 3-16  of the Draft E I S  was incorrect i n  c la im i ng that no past 

pract i ces at the I NEL  have resu l ted in contam i nat ion of the aqu i fe r .  The aqu i fer has been 

contam i nated w i t h  TCE and chrom i um ,  as stated by the EPA.  

Page 3 - 1 6  of the Draft E I S  does not conta i n  a statement that "no past pract i ces at the I NEL  

have contam i nated the aqu i fer . "  Sect ion 3 . 1 . 4 . 4  (wh ich  i nc l udes the  referenced page)  of  the  Draft E I S  
and F i n a l  E I S  presents the resu lts  of the I NEL  s i te mon i tor ing reports and the I N EL Env i ronmenta l S i te 

Character i zat i on The i nformat ion has been amp l i f ied i n  the F i n a l  E I S  to cover TCE and 

chrom i um .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Draft E I S  i s  i nadequate i n  its  desc r i pt i on of low- leve l waste and TRU 

waste hand l i ng ,  in that it fa i l s to acknowl edge hazards and uncerta i nt i es assoc i ated w ith  d i sposa l and 

temporary storage at the I NE L .  
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Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S  descr i bes t he hand l i ng  of l ow- l eve l and TRU 

waste projected to be generated by the S I S  Project . The i nformat i on was updated to i nc l ude 

i nformat i on based on the l atest S I S  des i gn i nformat i on . 

Br i ef ly ,  TRU wastes generated at the S I S  Fac i l i ty  w i l l  bas i ca l ly be i n  two forms : l i qu i d ,  

wh i ch  wou l d  be grouted i n  55-ga l l on drums , and TRU-contam i nated fa i l ed equ i pment , wh i ch  wou l d  a l so be 

p l aced in 55-ga l l on drums . After packag i ng , the TRU waste wou l d  be transported to t he I NE L  Stored 

Waste Exam i nat i on P i l ot P l ant ( SWEPP ) for i n spect i on and cert i f i cat i on to W I P P  standards . The W I P P  i s  

a proposed geo l og i c  repos i tory l ocated i n  New Mex ico and deve l oped for t he d i spos a l  o f  TRU waste . 

S I S-generated TRU wastes wou l d  be stored for a short i nter i m  per i od at the I NE L  pr i or  to transport to 

the W I P P  in New Mex i co  ( see response to comment 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  regard i ng  W I PP ) . The F i n a l  E I S  i nd i cates 

that i nter im storage of TRU wastes generated by the S I S  Project wou l d  not res u l t  in s i gn i f i cant 

adverse impacts .  

Regard i ng  rad i o log i ca l  impacts assoc i ated w i t h  the operat i on of the S I S  P roject , Sect i on  

4 . 1 . 2 . 3  of  t he  F i na l  E I S  and  Draft E I S  for  the S I S  Project conservat i ve l y  post u l ates  that the 

quant i t i e s  of l ow- l eve l waste to be generated by the S I S  Project wou l d  be at about TRU waste- l eve l 

concent rat i ons  ( i . e . , about 1 00  x 1 0-9 cur i e s  per gram ) , wou l d  m i grate i nto the Snake R i ver P l a i n  

aqu i fer , and wou l d  b e  consumed b y  i n d i v idua l s  dr i nk i ng from a we l l  immed i ate ly adjacent t o  the 

d i sposa l s i te . As i dent i f i ed in Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 3 of the F i na l  E I S ,  the rad i o l og i ca l dose to such 

i nd i v idua l s  wou l d  be o n l y  0 . 09 mrem per yea r ,  compared to EPA ' s d r i n k i n g  water standard of 4 mrem per 

year . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 2 Comment : 

Rev i ewers po i nted out i ncon s i stenc i e s  i n  the Draft E I S  w i th  respect to quan t i t i es of TRU 

waste generated by t he S I S  process . On page 2-47 , " l ess  than 220  met r i c  tons"  i s  stated , whereas on 

page 4- 1 5 ,  "a max imum of 440 met r i c  tons "  is stated . 

Chapter 4 of the E I S  assessed the max imum quant i t i e s  of TRU waste . wh i ch  i nc l uded an 

add i t i ona l 220  tons per year of TRU waste that cou ld  be generated as a res u l t  of potent i a l  process 

mod i f icat i ons . See page 2-48 of the Draft E I S . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 Comment : 

Rev i ewers expressed oppos i ng  op i n i ons  on the adequacy of the Draft E I S  w i t h  respect to 

character i zat i on of S I S  waste and its storage , d i sposa l ,  and transportat i on , as we l l  as the fate of 

wastes and product in the env i ronment . 

The i nformat i on needed to assess  the impact of S I S  waste storage . d i sposa l .  and 

transportat i on on the env i ronment i s  presented in the Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S . The F i na l E I S  has been 

expanded throughout Sect i on 2 and 4 to i nc l ude add i t i ona l i nformat i on and rev i sed to ref l ect the 

current S I S  Project des i gn . 
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5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was requested that the E I S  i nc l ude a prom i se from DOE to p rompt l y  remove TRU waste from 

I daho . I t  was noted that not h i ng has been done concern i ng the Governor of I daho ' s  request for 

i nformat i on concern i ng waste storage at the I N EL . I t  was stated t hat the S I S  P roject i s  unnecessary 

and that DOE has not kept i t s  prom i se to on l y  store wastes at the I N EL  temporar i ly .  

The Record o f  Dec i s i on ( ROD ) for t h e  W I P P  states DOE ' s  object i ve i s  t o  transfer t o  the W I PP 

fac i l i ty ex i st i ng TRU wastes current l y  be i ng stored at the I N EL . The F i na l E I S  on W I P P  a l so states 

that wh i l e the I N EL  is uns u i tab l e  for l ong-term storage or d i sposa l ,  TRU wastes cou l d  be safe l y  stored 

for up to 100  years at the I N EL . DOE has kept the Governor and the State of I daho i nformed on i t s  

p lans  f o r  TRU waste d i sposa l and o n  t h e  current status o f  the W I P P .  The most recent b r i ef i ng occurred 

i n  m i d-October 1988 . The current status of the W I P P  i s  summa r i zed i n  the response to comment 

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  

The need for the S I S  P ro ject as a con t i ngency means of addres s i ng weapon-grade p l uton i um 

supp l y  i s  stated i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 5 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  offers a safe and sunny vers i on of the S I S  P roject--the 

same as the sunny and t i dy l ook at the I N E L  and at the aqu i fe r ,  wh i ch i s  po l l uted w i t h  t r i t i um and 

threatened w i t h  l eac h i n g  TRU wastes . 

See t h e  response to comment 5 . 30 . 1 . 6  regard i ng tr i t i um concentrat i ons  i n  t h e  Snake R i ver 

P l a i n  aqu i fer . A l l TRU wastes s i nce the ear l y  1 9 70s are stored on above-ground covered pads and are 

no l onger p laced in sha l l ow l andf i l l s .  The threat to groundwater from current pract i ce is m i n ima l .  

A l l TRU wastes , i nc l ud i ng those curren t l y  stored at the I NE L  and those to be generated from the S I S  

P roject , wou l d  b e  t ransported to  the p lanned W I PP i n  New Mex i co .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 6 Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the Draft E I S  needs to address  whether add i t i ona l water w i t hdrawa l s  

w i l l  exacerbate groundwater contam i nat i on ,  and whether i rr i gat i on and mun i c i p a l  water  use may 

acce l erate movement of contam i nated water  to the surface . 

The add i t i ona l water w i t hdrawa l s  requ i red by the S I S  P ro ject wou l d  be a very sma l l  amount 

of the water ava i lab l e  in  the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fe r .  T h e  expected u s e  o f  t h e  water o f  2 8 5  ga l l ons  

per  m i nute ( gpm ) or  0 . 64 cub i c  feet per  second ( cfs ) wou l d  have m i n ima l  impact on any  ground water 

contam i nat i on or  upon the water l eve l in  the aqu i fe r .  T h e  waste p l umes w i l l  n o t  be affected b y  t h i s  

w i t hdrawa l .  The present and ant i c i pated i rr i gat i on and mun i c i pa l  we l l s a re not , and w i l l  not , be 

l ocated to  pump from the waste p l ume and , therefore , w i l l  not pump contam i nants to the surface . The 

pump i ng water l eve l s  a re m i n ima l  compared to the vo l ume of the aqu i fer  and wou ld  not cause the p l ume 

to move rap i d l y .  The p l ume concentrat i ons  are be l ow EPA gu i de l i nes and the water a t  the I N E L  boundary 

meets  d r i nk i ng water standards . 
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5 . 30 . 1 . 1 7 Comment : 

Deta i l ed characte r i zat i on and i dent i f i cat i on i n format i on for hazardous  wastes produced by 

the S I S  process was requested , i n c l ud i ng standards app l i cab l e  to generators of hazardous  wastes and 

app l icab l e  sect i on s  conta i ned i n  40 CFR Part 265 ,  Subpart J ,  "Tank Systems . "  

Hazardous wastes ( as  def i ned b y  RCRA) and the correspond i ng quant i ty expected t o  be 

generated annua l ly at the S I S  Fac i l i ty  have been l i sted in Tab l e  2-6 of the F i n a l  E I S .  

A l l hazardous wastes wou l d  b e  hand l ed i n  accordance w i t h  DOE Orders and RCRA requ i rements 

i mp l emented through 40 CFR 260-280 as  stated in Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S .  

Th i s  i nc l udes p l ac i ng hazardous wastes i n  DOT-approved conta i ners and s h i pp i ng the wastes t o  an 

offs i te  RCRA-approved treatment , storage , or  d i sposa l ( TSD )  area in accordance w i t h  DOT and EPA 

req u i rements ( 49 CFR 1 00-199  and 40 CFR 263 ) . Shou l d  an offs i te RCRA TSD fac i l i ty  not be ava i l ab l e ,  

DOE wou l d  prov i de ons i te storage fac i l i t i es meet i ng  RCRA req u i rements unt i l  a n  offs i te TSD i s  

ava i l ab l e .  Spec i f i c  RCRA requ i rements for document i ng a l l  aspects of hand l i ng , packag i ng ,  i nter im  

storage , t ransport , and  d i sposa l wou l d  be  fo l l owed as out l i ned i n  40 CFR  262 . 

Substances des i gnated as hazardous wastes ,  regard less  of spec i f ic characte r i s t i c s , are 

t reated the same way w i t h  respect to the g u i de l i nes set forth by RCRA ( i . e . , RCRA regu l at i ons  

estab l i sh safe , correct hand l i ng ,  storage , t ransport , t reatment , and  d i spos a l  requ i rements for the  

hazardous wastes ) . 

As shown i n  F i gure 2-9 , wh i ch  d i s p l ays the l i qu i d  waste streams based on current des i gns , 

and as d i scussed i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 2 . 2 ,  the on l y  waste tanks con s i st of catch tanks , samp l i ng tanks , and 

two ethano l tanks that wou l d  meet a l l  requ i rements for underground tanks conta i n i ng hazardous 

substances . The catch tanks that wou l d  norma l ly be empty and the samp l i ng tanks for nonrad i oact i ve  

nonhazardous l i qu i d  waste [ i . e . ,  P l uton i um Process ing  Bu i l d i ng ( PPB ) coo l i ng tower b l owdown and  P PB  

process steam condensate] wou l d  not  be  used for  the  storage of  hazardous waste and , therefore , 40 CFR 

Part 2 6 5 ,  Subpart J ,  wou l d  not be app l icab le . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 18 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the E I S  d i dn ' t  d i scuss part i t i on i ng of waste i nto TRU and l ow- l eve l ,  i n  

effect leav i ng "nontransuran i c  wastes" forever a t  the I N EL  desp i te the i r  content o f  s i gn i f i cant 

i nventor i es of t ransuran i c  nuc l i des . 

There are essent i a l l y  three c lass i f i cat i ons of rad i oact i ve wastes generated at DOE 

fac i l i t i e s . They are : 

1 .  H i gh-Leve l Waste ( HLW ) - The h i g h l y  rad i oact i ve  waste mate r i a l  that res u l t s  from the 

reprocess i ng  of spent nuc l ear  fue l ,  i nc l u d i ng l i q u i d  waste produced d i rect l y  i n  

reprocess i ng and any so l i d waste der i ved from the l i q u i d  conta i n i ng  a comb i nat i on  of 

TRU-waste and f i ss i on products in concentrat i ons  requ i r i ng permanent i so l at i o n .  

2 .  T ransuran i c  Waste ( TRU ) - W i thout regard t o  source or  form ,  rad i oact i ve waste that at 

the end of i ns t i tut i ona l contro l per i ods i s  contam i nated w i t h  a l pha-em i tt i ng 

t ransuran i um rad i onuc l i des w i th ha l f- l i ves greater than 20 years and concent rat i ons 

greater than 1 00  nanocur i es per gram . 
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3 .  Low-Leve l Waste ( LLW ) - The contam i nated waste products wh i ch are not h i gh- l eve l or 

transuran i c  waste . 

The 1 00 nanocur i es/gram "part i t i on i ng leve l "  app l i e s  to a l l  DOE fac i l i t i es , as spec i f ied  i n  

the Defense Waste DOE-DP-00 1 5 ,  1 983 , and has been i n  effect for severa l years . I t  i s  

not spec i f i c  to t h i s  E I S  o r  the S I S  Project . The quant i t i es of the d i fferent types of so l i d wastes 

have been est imated and are shown in Tab les  2-6  and 2-7  of the Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S ,  respect i v e l y .  

The S I S  Project w i l l  not produce any HLW . Current project i ons  i nd i cate less  than 440 tons of TRU 

wastes wou l d  be generated annua l ly at the S I S  Fac i l i ty under max i mum throughput cond i t i ons . Less t han 

30  tons of LLW wou l d  be produced . A l l S I S  TRU wastes wou l d  be sent to the W I P P  in New Mex i co .  O n l y  

the S I S-generated L L W  wou l d  b e  permanent l y  d i sposed o f  a t  the I NE L  RWMC . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 9 Comment :  

I t  was noted that the S I S  E I S  needs to addres s  hazardous waste character i st i cs  and 

const i tuents of off-gas scrubbers , scrap process i ng l eachate , and concentrator bottoms . 

The quant i t i es o f  hazardous wastes projected t o  b e  generated b y  t h e  S I S  Fac i l i ty are 

i dent i f i ed in the F i n a l  E I S  in Tab l e  2-6 . The compos i t i ons of the off-gas scrubber so l ut i on scrap 

process i ng l eachate and evaporator bottoms wou l d  make these st reams " TR U ,  but not hazardous "  i n  

character . The hazardous wastes l i sted i n  Tab l e  2-6  wou l d  be generated by the l aser process and the 

Mater i a l  P rocess  Contro l Laboratory . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 2 0 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the I daho Department o f  Hea lth  and We lfare needs assurance from DOE that 

comp l i ance w i th the Idaho Hazardous Waste Management Act i s  adequate to guarantee the safe operat i on 

of the I NEL  fac i l i ty .  

The proposed S I S  Fac i l i ty w i l l  comp ly  w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  Federa l and state requ i rements .  

A s i n g l e  l aw or statute i s  not suff i c i ent to prov i de a comprehen s i ve hea l t h ,  safety,  and env i ronmenta l 

protect i on program . Rathe r ,  a l l  of the var i ous requ i rements taken together estab l i sh  a t i ght net of 

requ i rements that seek to m i n im i z e ,  avo i d ,  or deter prob lems and hazards w i th respect to pub l i c  

hea lth , safety , and the env i ronment . 

Hazardous waste wou l d  be staged tempora r i ly  ons i te  i n  a fac i l i ty meet i ng RCRA requ i rements . 

The hazardous wastes wou l d  then be s h i pped offs ite  to a RCRA-approved treatment , storage and d i sposa l 
( TSD ) s i te . Shou l d  an offs i te RCRA TSD not be ava i l ab l e ,  DOE wou l d  prov i de ons i te storage fac i l i t i es 

meet i ng RCRA req u i rements unt i l  an offs i t e  TSD i s  ava i l ab l e .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 2 1 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the spec i f i c  EPA-approved treatment , storag e ,  and d i sposa l fac i l i ty for 

S I S  hazardous waste shou l d  be i dent i f i ed and i t s  EPA l i cens i ng documents c i ted and i n c l uded for 

reference . 
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Based on the current des ign of the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  hazardous waste wou l d  be p l aced i n  a 

55-ga l lon drum and the drum l abe l ed and packaged . W i t h i n  72 hours of be ing  f i l led , the package wou l d  
be taken to t h e  I NEL  Hazardous Waste Stag ing  Area ( HWSA) l ocated at t h e  Centra l Fac i l i t ies  Area 
(CFA) . A Part A permi t  as requ i red by RCRA has been submi tted for the HWSA .  A Part B app l i cat i on has 

a l so been submi tted and w i l l  be updated as necessary . W i t h i n  90 days , the waste wou l d  be s h ipped to 

an offs ite  RCRA-approved treatment , storage and d i sposa l fac i l i ty ( TSD ) . I n  the past ,  two TSDs have 

been used--one in Oregon and one in Uta h .  Shou l d  a n  offs i te RCRA TSD not b e  ava i l ab l e ,  DOE prov i de 

ons i te storage fac i l i t i es meet ing  RCRA requ i rements unt i l an offs ite  TSD i s  ava i l ab l e .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 22 Comment : 

Deta i led i n format i on concern ing  formu lat ion/ imp lementat i on of procedures for mon itor i ng 

systems and samp l i ng and ana l yses of hazardous wastes was requested . 

Deta i led p l ans and procedures cover ing  the hand l i ng ,  samp l i ng ,  mon itor i n g ,  and re l ated 

aspects of hazardous waste management at the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou ld  be deve l oped after the ROD and w i l l  be 

f i n a l i zed after the deta i led des i gn is comp l eted , but pr ior  to the p l anned startup of S I S .  EPA and 

the State of I daho w i l l  rev i ew the S I S  waste hand l i ng system as part of the perm i tt i ng process . As 

conta i ned in current and future agreements , EPA and the State of I daho w i l l  be i nvol ved i n  i n spect i on 

of these systems . 

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 23 Comment : 

I t  was requested that the E I S  i nc l ude a l l  operat i ng p lans for managing hazardous/m i xed 

waste . Spec if ic a l ly ,  no exp lanat ion is prov i ded on tank s i ze , mon itor i n g ,  i nspect i on , decontam i nat i on 

( i f necessary ) , and d i st r i but ion system to tanks . 

Operat i ng p l ans for the co l lect ion ,  hand l i ng ,  mon i tor i ng ,  i n spect ion ,  transportat i on ,  

l abe l i n g ,  and re l ated act i v i t i es for the management of hazardous and mi xed wastes at the S I S  Project 

wou ld be deve loped after the ROD and deta i led des ign are comp leted , but pr ior  to the p lanned startup 

of the S I S  Project . A l so see response to comment 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 7 regard ing  tanks and the response to 

comment 5 . 30 . 1 . 22 regard ing  i nvo l vement of EPA and the State of I daho in the rev i ew and i n spect ion of 

waste hand l i ng systems . 

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 24 Comment : 

I t  was requested that DOE prov i de a deta i led exp lanat ion of precaut ionary measures to be 

used for stor i ng m i xed and hazardous wastes . Add i t iona l ly ,  references to "RCRA-perm i tted storage 

fac i l i t ies"  shou ld be changed to " i nter im-status storage fac i l i t i es . "  

References t o  RCRA-perm i tted fac i l i t ies  have been changed t o  i nter im-status storage 

fac i l i t ies  in the F i na l  E I S  as appropr i ate . Hazardous waste wou ld  be staged tempora r i l y  ons i te i n  a 

fac i l i ty meet i ng RCRA requ i rements . The hazardous wastes wou ld then be s h i pped offs ite  to a 

RCRA-approved TSD s i t e .  Shou ld  a n  offs i te RCRA TSD not b e  ava i lab l e ,  DOE wou ld prov ide ons i te 
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storage fac i l i t i es meet i ng RCRA req u i rements unt i l  an offs i te TSD i s  ava i lab l e .  M i xed wastes wou l d  be 

stored ons i te i n  RCRA-approved fac i l i t i e s  unt i l  t he i r  d i spos i t ion  i s  determ i ned , or an offs i te TSD  for 

s uch  waste is ava i l ab l e .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 25 Comment : 

I t  was requested that the exp lanat i on of m i xed waste management prac t i ces ( i n c l ud i ng 

fac i l i t i e s  to be used ) be expanded i n  t he F i na l  E I S  to i nc l ude cont i ngenc i e s  re lat ive  to ho l d i ng t imes 

and reg u l atory req u i rements that are pert i nent . 

M i xed wastes wou l d be stored ons i t e  i n  RCRA-approved fac i l i t i es unt i l  t he i r  d i spos i t i on i s  

determ i ned , or  a n  offs i te TSD for such waste i s  ava i l ab l e .  See Response t o  comment 5 . 30 . 1 . 9 for 

d i scuss i on  of fac i l i t i e s . 

5 . 30 . 1 . 26 Comment : 

I t  was requested that the amount of waste reduct i on  b�tween S I S  and b l end i ng process be 

addressed . 

The amount of waste w h i ch wou l d  be generated by t he S I S  process  cannot be compared d i rect ly  

w i th  the amount of waste generated by a b l end i ng process s i nce S I S  ne i ther produces add i t i ona l 

quant i t i e s  of p l uton i um nor requ i res the process i ng of fue l and targets assoc i a ted w i t h  the add i t i ona l 

p l uton i um produced . Qua l i tat i ve l y ,  howeve r ,  i t  can be stated that the S I S  Project wou l d  generate l e s s  

waste and  wou l d  not  res u l t  i n  the generat i on of  h i gh- l eve l rad i oact i ve waste t hat i s  assoc i ated w i t h  

t h e  proces s i ng o f  new l y  produced p l uton i um of h i gher than weapon-grade pur i ty .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 2 7 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the F i na l  E I S  shou l d  state t hat the L i qu i d  Eff l uent Treatment and 

D i spos a l  ( L ET&D ) Fac i l i ty w i l l  be operat i ona l p r i o r  to  S I S  startup . 

I t  i s  current l y  p l anned t hat the L ET&D Fac i l i ty w i l l  be operat iona l  p r i or to the startup of 

t he S I S  Project . However , the  l i qu id  effl uent from the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  not be con nected to or 

t reated by the L ET&D . As part of DOE ' s  goa l of improv i ng waste management pract i ces , a new 

perco lat i on  pond or ponds w i l l  be const ructed at t he I CPP . The l i q u i d  eff l uents d i scharged to the new 

pond ( s ) w i l l  be nonhazardous and non rad i oact i ve and w i l l  meet a l l  Federa l and state regu lat i ons . The 

S I S  l i qu i d  eff l uents w i l l  be d i scharged to the new ponds , not t he ex i s t i ng perco l at i on ponds , and t hus 

wou l d  not impact t he ex i s t i ng ponds . 

5 . 30 . 2  W IPP  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was noted that a pane l of sc i ent i sts  from New Mex ico  and , subsequen t l y ,  a pane l of 

experts from the Nat i ona l Academy of Sc i ences have i dent i f i ed pro b l ems w i t h  the W I PP fac i l i ty wh i ch  
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cou l d  reduce or e l i m i nate i ts capac i t y  for accept i ng  waste from the S I S  Project . I t  was stated that 

th i s  E I S  shou l d  address the bas i s  for concerns i nc lud i ng l eaks , b r i ne i nf i l trat i on ,  and t ranspo rtat i on 
( i nc l ud i ng cont a i ners ) . 

It was noted that the D raft E I S  assumes that S I S  wastes w i l l  be d i sposed of at the W I PP and 

that the Draft E I S  d i d  not adequate ly address a l ternat i ves for waste d i sposa l if the W I PP fac i l i t y  i s  

not ava i l a b l e  a s  schedu l e d ,  o r  i f  the W I PP proves unsu i tab l e  for permanent storage a s  determ i ned by 

DOE or Congress . I t  was further stated that S I S  const ruct i on shou l d  not beg i n  unt i l  the W I PP i s  open . 

TRU wastes from the S I S  Project cou l d  be safe l y  stored for up to 100  years at the I NE L . 

However , DOE  st i l l  p lans to transport a l l  stored and new l y  generated TRU waste to the W I PP i n  New 

Mex i co ,  as stated i n  i t s  ROD prepared w i th the F i na l  E I S  for the W I PP ( DOE/E I S-0026 ) . DOE i s  

current l y  work i ng w i t h  t he Nat i on a l  Academy of Sc i ences t o  address concerns l ead i ng  t o  W I PP 

performance assessments for comp l iance w i t h  the standards of 40 CFR 1 9 1  to dea l appropr i a t e l y  w i t h  the 

i ssues . In add i t i on ,  W I PP w i l l  comp l y  w i t h  a l l  app l i cab l e  req u i rements of the Resource Conservat i on 

and Recovery Act ( RCRA ) . DOE i s  current l y  work i ng  w i th the EPA and the State of New Mex i co to reso lve  

uncerta i nt i es regard i ng the  procedures for  obta i n i ng  a RCRA perm i t  for  W I PP . 

Recent d i scuss i ons on the storage capac i t y  l im i tat i ons of TRU waste at the W I PP have 

focused on the amount of TRU waste that wou l d  be i n i t i a l l y  rece i ved by the W I P P  for exper imenta l 

purposes to support assessment stud i es pr ior  to fu l l -sca l e  operat i on .  These d i scuss i ons are unre l ated 

to the p lanned capac i t y  of the W I PP for TRU waste d i sposa l i f  the W I P P  becomes fu l ly operat i ona l as a 

d i sposa l fac i l i ty . . Reports of the W I PP ' s  l eak i ng appeared to i nvo l ve  the i ntertw i n i ng of two separate 

i ssues : ( 1 ) water , com i ng from water-bear i ng strata i n  the rocks over l y i ng the sa lt  beds that ran 

down the wa l l s of shafts before grout i ng was comp leted , and ( 2 ) br i ne m i grat i on  w i t h i n  the sa lt  beds 

themse l ves . W i t h  respect to water from over l y i ng strata , the f l ow wou l d  be e l i m i nated by grout i ng  the 

shaft wa l l s above the s a l t  to sea l  off the water . When the fac i l i t y  is decomm i ss i oned , the shafts 

w i l l  be ent i re l y  backf i l l ed and sea l ed at severa l l ocat i ons w i th  eng i neered mater i a l s  des i gned to 

m i n im i z e  any l eakag e .  I nf low from t h i s  source w i l l  then be i nconsequent i a l .  W i t h  respect to b r i ne 

m i g rat i on w i t h i n  the sa l t  beds , measurements to date i nd i cate that br i ne m i grat i on between fac i l i ty 

c l osure and pressure equa l i zat i on due to sa l t  c reep can be absorbed by backf i l l  mater i a l s ,  prevent i ng  

the  accumu l at i on of l i qu ids . T he  amount of  br i ne m i grat i on i s  l ess than that o r i g i na l ly cont a i ned i n  

the  sa l t  m i ned out  of the  room . DOE w i l l  cont i nue to cooperate w i t h  the Nat i ona l Academy of Sc i ences 

to  res o l ve and conduct those stud i es that are requ i red to demonstrate the W I PP ' s  s u i tab i l i ty .  

I n  the u n l i k e l y  event that the W IPP  performance assessments  were to i n d i cate that the W IPP  

was unsu i tab l e  for the  emp l acement of TRU  waste , DOE  wou l d  undertake stud i es and  eva l uat i ons  to  

determ i ne acceptab l e  a l ternat i ves . These a l ternat i ves wou l d  be covered by a separate NEPA rev i ew ,  as 

the DOE wou l d  be faced w i t h  a genera l i ssue regard i ng  d i spos a l  of TRU waste from severa l sources , of 

wh i ch  TRU waste generated by S I S  wou l d  be on l y  a sma l l  part . I n  summary , assessments of a l ternat i ves 

to the W I PP as part of the S I S  Project are not cons i dered appropr i a t e ,  as ( 1 ) DOE has rece i ved no 

ev i dence nor has it been made aware of any sc i ent i f i c  study wh ich  negates r.ont i n u i n g  to  p lan for the 

emp l acement of TRU waste at the WIPP , and ( 2 ) the WIPP  has been and wou l d  cont i nue to be the subject 

of a separate NEPA rev i ew as part of an i ndependent dec i s i on-mak i ng  process . 

Reference : 

DOE ( U . S .  Department of Energy ) , 1980 . F i na l  Env i ronmenta l Waste 

I s o l at i on P i lot P lant , DOE/ E I S-0026 , Wash i ngton , DC . 

5 . 30-12  

Response:

Irnpact Staternent,



5 . 30 . 2 . 2  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that waste i s  produced , processed , he l d  for i n ter im  s torage , and 

t ransported over I daho ' s  water supp l y  w i t hout a consent order , but that New Mex ico , w i l l  be 

compensated for d i sposa l of wastes at t he W I P P . Spec i f i ca l ly ,  t he rev i ewer quest i oned how DOE can 

adm i t  and support the need for expen s i ve and t horough precaut i ons  ( for i n s tance , road upgrad i ng ) i n  

New Mex i co a n d  i gnore t he same i ssues i n  I daho . 

As part of t he enab l i ng l eg i s l at i on for t he W I P P  fac i l i ty ,  Congress d i rected DOE to enter 

i nto  an agreement for con s u l tat i on and cooperat i on w i th the State of New Mex i co .  T h i s  agreement was 

o r i g i na l ly s i gned by both part i es i n  J u l y  1981 , and has s i nce been mod i f i ed to c l a r i fy spec i f i c  

respons i b i l i t i e s  and o b l i gat i ons . The fund i ng  prov i ded by DOE to t he State of New Mex ico  i s  based on 

the spec i f i c  respons i b i l i t i e s  as def i ned by the agreement ,  rather t han on the bas i s  of the r i sks  of 

TRU waste transport , storage , or emp l acement . 

5 . 30 . 2 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that s h i pment of waste to a fac i l i ty of uncerta i n  safety i n  New Mex ico  s o l ves 

not h i ng .  I t  mere l y  t rans l ocates a hazard , w i th a dead l y  t ra i l i n  between . 

No cred i b l e  sc i ent i f i c  i nformat i on has been pro v i ded to DOE wh i ch  negates cont i n u i ng  to 

p lan for the d i sposa l of TRU waste at W I P P . See t he response to  comment 5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 .  

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 4  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted t hat the Draft E I S  does not adequat e l y  address whether W I P P  has a l l ocated 

adequate space for S I S/ I NEL-generated waste . I t  was asked what w i l l  happen i f  the W I PP i s  shut down . 

The W I P P  has adequate space for t he proposed S I S  TRU waste and those TRU wastes curren t l y  

stored o n  a n  i nter im bas i s  a t  t he I N EL . A l so see t he response to  comment 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  regard l ng  

a l ternat i ves for  storage i f  W I P P  i s  proven unsu i tab l e  for  d i spos a l  of  TRU  waste . .  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5  Comment : 

Concern was expressed t hat the Draft E I S  d id not address  t he fact t hat the I NE L  cou l d  

become a " de facto" nuc l ear waste dump i f  t h e  W I P P  fac i l i ty s ho u l d  prove unsu i tab l e  to  accept t he 

waste stored temporar i ly at the  I NEL for t he past 35 years . A l so ,  i t  was stated t hat the I N EL  cou l d  

become a permanent d i spos a l  s i te f o r  a l l  types o f  rad i oact i ve wast e . Rev i ewers ma inta i ned that the 

State of I daho needs assurance t hat the S I S  P roject wou l d  not transform the I N E L  i nto a "de facto" 

nuc l ear waste dump and stated that t he peop l e  of Ida ho are not i n terested in a project that deve l ops 

i nto  a permanent waste storage fac i l i ty .  

I t  i s  current l y  p l anned to emp l ace a l l  stored and generated TRU waste from t he I N EL  i n  t he 

W I P P  near Car l sbad , NM . TRU waste now stored at t he I N E L ,  and TRU waste wh i ch wou l d  be generated by 

t he S i S  Projec t ,  wou l d  be transported to t he W I PP for emp l acement . 

5 . 30 - 1 3  

Response:
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Response:



I n  the un l i ke l y  event that the W I P P  performance assessments  were to i n d i cate that the W I PP 

was unsu i t a b l e  for t he emp lacement of TRU waste , DOE wou l d  undertake stud i e s  and eva l uat i ons  to 

determ i ne accepta b l e  a l ternat i ves . These a l ternat i ves  wou l d  be covered by a separate Nat i ona l 

Env i ronment a l  Po l i cy Act ( NEPA ) rev i ew s im i l ar  to the F i na l  E I S  on the W I P P  ( DOE/ E I S-0026 ) .  

Assessments of a l ternat i ves  to the W I PP as part of the S I S  P roject are not con s i dered appropr i ate , as  
( 1 ) DOE  has rece i ved no ev i dence nor has  i t  been made aware of any  sc i ent i f i c study wh i ch  negates 

cont i nu i n g  to  p l an for the emp l acement of TRU waste at the W I PP , and ( 2 ) the W I PP has been and wou l d  

cont i nue t o  be the subject o f  a separate NEPA rev i ew as  part o f  a n  i ndependent dec i s i on-mak i ng 

process . 

5 . 30 . 2 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  the b u l k  of the p l uton i um waste w i l l  be d i sposed of ons i te  as l ow- leve l 

was t e ,  s i nce there i s  a f i nanc i a l  i ncent i ve to do so to save the expense of tran sportat ion  of TRU 

waste to the W I PP . 

State-of-the-art proces s i ng  and recovery techn o l ogy and equ i pment wou l d  be used i n  the S I S  

des i gn t o  m i n im i ze t he quant ity  o f  TRU waste generated and t o  meet the econom i c  i ncent i ve o f  p l uton i um 

recovery . As l i sted i n  Tab l e  2-7  of the F i na l  E I S ,  the quant ity  of TRU waste projected to be sent to 

the W I P P  i s  appro x i mate l y  1 0  t imes the quan t i ty be i ng  d i sposed of as l ow- leve l  waste at the I N EL . DOE 

defense wastes are managed to ensure the hea l t h  and safety of the pub l i c  and the protect ion  of the 

env i ronment , rather than on the bas i s  of f i nanc i a l  i ncent i ve s . TRU waste wou l d  not be d i l uted to meet 

l ow- l eve l waste c r i te r i a  in order to save on transportat i on costs . 

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was noted that the Draft E I S  fa i l s  to cons i der  cr i t i c a l  i n format i on regard i ng  waste 

d i sposa l . Concern was expressed over the l ack of safe storage and permanent d i sposa l fac i l i t i es for 

nuc l ear waste and over l ong-term l ack of i n st i tut i ona l contro l regard i ng  S I S  wastes . Others noted 

that the I N EL  i s  i l l -s u i ted for storage of TRU waste , c i t i ng se i sm i c/vo l can i c  act i v i t y ,  potent i a l  

impacts t o  the aqu i fer ,  and unreso l ved transportat i on , f i nanc i a l ,  and l ong-term d i sposa l i ssues . I t  

was converse ly noted that waste h a s  been safe ly stored a t  the I N EL  and that adequate safeguards w i l l  

be used to store and d i spose of the S I S - generated wastes . 

The S I S  Fac i l i ty wou ld  generate TRU waste , l ow- leve l  waste , hazardous wast e ,  and m i xed 

waste . The S I S  P roject wou l d  a l so generate nonrad i oact i ve ,  nonhazardous waste such as san i tary waste , 

i ndust r i a l  waste ,  and nonprocess  waste s .  

TRU wastes current l y  stored a t  the I N EL  and those generated b y  the S I S  Pro ject wou l d  be 

transported to the W I P P  in New Mex i co for d i sposa l . See the response to comment 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  on the 

status of the W I P P  and potent i a l  a l ternat i ve s .  TRU waste has been stored at the I N EL ' s RWMC ( on 

above-ground covered storage pads ) for over 15 years w i thout any s i gn i f i cant re l ease of contam i nat i on 

to the env i ronment . However , as stated i n  the W I P P  F i na l  E I S  ( Reference ) , the I N EL i s  not s u i tab l e  

for l ong-term i so l at ion  ( i . e . , more than 1 0 0  years ) o f  T R U  waste . A d i scuss i on o f  l ong-term 

inst itut i ona l contro l for TRU waste i s  conta i ned i n  the referenced E I S .  

5 . 30-14  
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The TRUPACT- I I  s h i pp i ng conta i ner i s  current l y  undergo i ng  test i ng  to obta i n  NRC 

cert i f i cat i on or DOT approva l .  Transportat i on routes from the I NEL to  the W I P P  have been estab l i s hed , 

and the coord i nat i on w i t h  the states cont i n ues . As stated i n  the Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S , Sect i on 

4 . 1 ,  the impact of the norma l operat i on of the S I S  Project o r  severe pos t u l ated acc i dents  i s  very 

sma l l .  

Low- leve l  waste wou l d  be permanen t l y  d i sposed of ons i te by p l ac i ng the waste i n  conta i ners  

and  bury i ng  the conta i ners  i n  a subsurface d i sposa l area at the RWMC . Both t he Draft E I S  and F i n a l  

E I S  i n  Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 3  conservat i ve ly assess  t h e  potent i a l  i mpacts assoc i ated w i t h  l ow- l eve l waste 

d i sposa l . 

Hazardous waste wou l d  be staged temporar i ly ons i te  i n  a fac i l i ty meet i ng RCRA req u i rements . 

The hazardous wastes wou l d  t hen be s h i pped offs i te to a RCRA-approved TSD s i te . Shou l d  an offs i te 

RCRA TSD not be ava i l ab l e ,  DOE wou l d  pro v i de ons i te storage fac i l i t i e s  meet i ng RCRA requ i rements  unt i l  

an offs i te TSD i s  ava i l ab l e . See a l so the response to comment 5 . 30 . 1 . 2 1 .  

M i xed wastes wou l d  be stored ons i te i n  RCRA-approved fac i l i t i e s  unt i l  t he i r  d i s pos i t i on  i s  

determ i ne d ,  o r  an offs i te TSD for such waste i s  ava i l ab l e .  See a l so the response t o  comment 5 . 30 . 1 . 9 .  

Reference : 

DOE ( U . S .  Department of Energy ) ,  1980 . F i na l  Env i ronmenta l Waste 

I s o l at i on P i l ot P l ant , DOE/ E I S-0026 . Was h i ngton , DC . 

5 . 30 . 3 . 2 Comment : 

I nformat i on was requested on an u l t i mate storage s i te  wh i c h  wou l d  a l l ow rad i oact i ve 

mater i a l  to decay to a state that i s  no l onger cons ide red harmfu l .  

The s e l ect i on of permanent waste d i sposa l s i tes takes i n to  con s i derat i on  t he ha lf- l i ves of 

t he rad i onuc l i des to be d i sposed . DOE has des i gnated the W I P P  as the emp l acement s i te  for a l l  DOE 

Defense P rogram-generated TRU waste . See the response to comment 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  for more i nformat i on on 

W I P P . 

5 . 30 . 3 . 3 Comment : 

I t  was requested that , due to prob l ems at W I P P , the source of a l l  " l ega l ly noncomp l i ant 

waste ( s i nce t he I NEL  is not a s torage fac i l i ty ) " be i n d i cated and t hat t he shutdown schedu l e  for 

ons i te  waste  generat i ng sources be prov i ded . 

The quant i ty ,  categor i e s , and source of a l l  waste generated and hand l ed by the I NEL  i s  

beyond the scope of t h i s  NEPA act i on . The quant i ty ,  categor i e s , and hand l i ng of nonrad i oact i ve and 

rad i oact i ve wastes generated by the proposed S I S  Fac i l i ty are addressed in the F i na l E I S .  

The wastes generated and stored a t  t he I NEL  are hand l ed and d i sposed of i n  comp l i ance w i th 

Federa l and State of I daho regu l at i ons . There are no " l ega l ly noncomp l i ant wastes , "  and thus t here i s  

n o  techn i ca l ly cred i b l e  reason for shutt i ng down ons i te waste generat i on  sources . For a d i scuss ion  on 

W I PP , see the response to comment 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  

5 . 30- 1 5  

Impact Statement,
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5 . 3 0 . 3 . 4  Comment :  

I t  was stated that no c i v i l i an i ndustry wou ld  be a l l owed to operate a s i n g l e  day under 

current Federa l env i ronmenta l l aws the way the I NEL  doe s .  I t  was a l so stated that the I N EL  doesn ' t  

fu l ly comp l y  w i t h  the waste d i s posa l requ i rements and that proper mon i tor i ng has not been forthcom i ng 

s i nce the 1950s . 

The vast  major i ty of present contam i nat i on i s  the resu l t  of ear l y  waste management 

pract ices  wh i c h ,  when i n i t i ated , were thought to  be env i ronmenta l ly sound , and wh i c h  met regu lat i ons 

that were i n  p lace at  that t ime . Current l y ,  waste management pract i ces meet a l l  app l i ca b l e  Federa l 

env i ronment a l  regu l at i ons . 

S I S  re l eases are projected to be we l l  be l ow app l i ca b l e  regu lat i ons . A DOE ons i te  and 

offs i t e  mon i tor i ng p rogram i s  in p lace and w i l l  be used to ensure that re l eases a re in comp l i ance w i t h  

regu lat i ons . Mon i tor i ng res u l t s  are , and have long been , pub l i shed annua l ly i n  t h e  pub l i c ly ava i lab l e  

Env i ronmenta l cover i ng t he I NEL . I n  add i t i on ,  DOE , in consu l ta t i on w i t h  the 

State of I daho , is  estab l i sh i ng an agreement with I daho State Un i vers i ty ( I S U ) to  prov i de i ndependent 

ver i f i cat i on of t he env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng program at the I N E L .  

5 . 30 . 3 . 5  Comment :  

I t  was noted that the EPA does not shut down the I N EL  for RCRA v i o l at i ons . 

DOE ' s  RCRA comp l i ance i s  c lose l y  mon i tored by the EPA .  The  EPA and  the I N EL  have entered 

i nto a Consent Order and Comp l i ance Agreement s i gned in J u ly  198 7 .  Th i s  agreement i dent i f i e s  

correct ive  act ion  requ i rements for  I N EL  fac i l i t i e s .  RCRA perm i t t i ng at the I N EL  i s  cond i t i ona l w i t h  

respect to  meet i ng these req u i rement s . The EPA conducts regu lar  i n spec t i ons  a t  t h e  I N E L  to  determ i ne 

comp l i ance w i t h  t he terms of t h i s  adm i n i st rat i ve order as we l l  as w i th regu latory req u i rements .  Any 

def ic i enc i e s  or v i o l at i ons  i dent i f i ed wou ld  become the subject of a separate enforcement response or 

dec i s i on by the EPA , depend i ng  on the nature , extent , and ser i ousness of the def i c i ency . 

5 . 30 . 3 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that wastes , inc l ud i ng m i l i tary wastes , are a l ready transported to the I N EL  

and  t hreaten the pub l i c  and  env i ronment .  Spec i f i ca l ly ,  rev i ewers expressed concern over temporary 

storage of Three M i l e I s land ( TM I ) waste at the I NEL  and quest i oned why pub l i c  hea r i ngs on TM I  waste  

were not he l d .  

The waste from TMI  i s  stored at the I N EL  i n  can i sters des i gned for safe conta i nment . A 

deta i l ed d i scuss i on  of the storage of the TM I waste at the I N EL  or the quest i on of pub l i c hea r i ngs  on 

such waste i s  beyond the scope of th i s  E I S .  

Very l i t t l e  waste be i ng  t ransported t o  the I N EL  i s  Department of Defense waste ; most i s  DOE 

waste . Great care is taken in the hand l i ng and t ransportat i on of a l l  rad i oact i ve wastes to  ensure 

protect i on of the env i ronment and the  hea l th  and safety of the pub l i c and I N E L  workers . 

5 . 30-16  

Response:

Monitorinq Proqram Report

Response:

Response:



5 . 3 0 . 3 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  prov i des no assurance from the EPA that the i ncrease i n  

wastes caused b y  S I S  operat i on can b e  safe l y  o r  adequat e l y  stored a t  the I N E L .  

The F i na l  E I S  represents an undertak i ng by DOE to f u l f i l l  i t s  respons i b i l i t i e s  under the 

NEPA process .  The S I S  E I S  is not an EPA-generated document . Therefore , the E I S  does not conta i n  EPA 

assurances or statements  w i t h  respect to spec i f ic d i scus s i ons . However ,  the EPA has rev i ewed the 

Draft E I S  and i dent i f i ed the i nadequac i e s  or def i c ienc i e s  it cons i ders i mportant . 

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8  Comment : 

Genera l concern was expressed over the i nadequate storage of wastes at the I NE L  over the 

Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer from both S I S  and other sources .  I t  was stated that n o  more waste s hou l d  be 

generated or stored at the I N EL ; howeve r ,  some fe l t  that by not b u i l d i ng  the S I S  Project at t he I N EL , 

rad i oact i ve waste i n  I daho wou l d  not be a l l ev i ated . 

The pr i nc i pa l  sources of contam i na t i on of groundwater at the I N EL  are not re l ated to 

current pract i ces  assoc i ated w i t h  the storage of waste , but rather res u l t  from the prev i ous pract i ces 

of us i ng an i n ject i on we l l  or d i scharg ing  hazardous waste to perco lat i on  ponds . See the responses to 

comments 5 . 30 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  and 5 . 30 . 1 . 6 .  Waste w i l l  cont i nue to be generated at the I N EL  

i r respect i ve of the dec i s i on  on whether to construct the  S I S  Project and  DOE  w i l l  cont i nue to devote 

resources to mon
'
i tor , character i ze , and correct , where necessary , contam i nat i on prob l ems . 

5 . 3 0 . 4  Contam i nat i on Con s i derat i ons 

5 . 30 . 4 . 1  Comment : 

Concern was expressed over current and future contam i nat i on of s o i l ,  groundwater , and the 

Snake R i ver . Rev i ewers quest i oned the I NE L ' s  env i ronmenta l record , c i t i ng contam i nat i on by 

rad i oact i ve ,  hazardous , and m i xed wastes , and expressed concern that the S I S  Project wou l d  aggravate 

ex i st i ng waste management pro b l ems . Converse l y ,  it was stated that wastes from the S I S  Project wou l d  

n o t  pose a danger to the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer . 

Ex i st i ng contam i nat i on at the I NE L  i s  the res u l t  of pr i or pract i ces wh i ch  e i t her have been 

stopped or  have been changed to meet current regu latory req u i rements ( e . g . , m i xed wastes are no l onger 

p l aced in s ha l l ow l andf i l l s  or d i scharged as l i q u i d  eff l uents but are stored in above-ground RCRA 

i nter im-status fac i l i t i es ; s i nce the ear l y  1970s , TRU wastes have no l onger been bur ied  in s ha l l ow 

l andf i l l s but p laced on above-ground covered storage pads ) . The hand l i ng of waste generated by the 

S I S  Project wou l d  be done in accordance w i t h  a l l  current regu latory req u i rements and is not 

ant i c i pated to  pose a danger to  the Snake R i ver P la i n  aqu i fer . 

5 . 30 . 4 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the I N EL  was a l ready contam i nat i ng water i n  a l oca l hot spr i ng . 

5 . 30 - 1 7  
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The USGS has conducted groundwater mon i tor i n g  at the I N EL  s i nce i t s  i ncept i on . Water 

samp l es c o l lected from hot spr i ngs  l ocated in eastern I daho have not shown contam i nants from the I N EL . 

5 . 30 . 4 . 3  Comment :  

Concern was expressed that the roads and so i l  w i l l  be impacted by contam i nat i on assoc i ated 

w i th the transport of mater i a l s  and wastes for the S I S  Project . 

T ransport of nuc l ear mate r i a l s  and wastes assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  Project wou l d  have a 

m i n imum i mpact to the env i ronment , and i ncreased exposure l eve l s  to the genera l pub l i c  are exceed i ng l y  

sma l l .  Transuran i c  waste has been s h i pped t o  the I N EL  for 3 4  years w i thout any i nd i cat i on of 

res u l t i ng contam i nat i on of roadways . 

5 . 3 0 . 4 . 4  Comment :  

I t  was stated that DOE has yet t o  rect i fy I NE L  groundwater contam i nat i on ; I daho a l ready has 

a temporary waste dump on a major aqu i fer , w i t h  no act ion  be i ng taken about the po l l ut i on of ground 

water and a i r  from t h i s  dump . Requests were made for DOE to g i ve assurances as to t he safety of the 

Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer , and i t  was asked whether DOE i s  study i ng the extent of the prob l em or 

tak i ng remed i a l  act i on .  

A s  a f i rst step i n  t h e  rect i f i cat i on of groundwater contam i nat i on , t h e  I N E L  has e i ther 

stopped or changed those pract i ces wh ich  have led to groundwater contam i nat i on  ( e . g . , term i nat i on of 

rout i ne use of i n ject i on we l l s ,  change in the use of corros i on i n h i b i tors  used in coo l i ng water ,  

p lacement of  TRU  waste on  above-ground storage pads , and d i scont i n uat ion  of  t he  p l acement of  hazardous 

or m i xed waste i n  sha l l ow landf i l l s ) . The I N E L  has carefu l ly documented and mon i tored waste products  

i n  the Snake  R i ver P la i n  aqu i fer , i n  perched groundwater bod i es , i n  sed iments beneath the RWMC , and  at 

other l ocat i ons . Concentrat i ons  of contam i nants i n  the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer have been decreas i ng 

as a res u l t  of changes i n  pract i ces , espec i a l ly i n  the past 4 years . Deta i l ed i nvest i gat i ons  to 

determ i ne the extent of groundwater contam i nat i on have been i n i t iated , and remed i a l /correct i ve act i ons 

as  requ i red w i l l  be imp lemented . Current stud i e s  and pred ict i ve computer mode l s  i nd i cate that 

contam i nants above E PA gu i de l i nes w i l l  not m i grate beyond the I N EL  boundary . 

W i th respect to the S I S  Project , a l l  waste wou l d  be hand l ed i n  accordance w i th current 

regu l atory requ i rement s ,  i nc l ud i ng those spec i f i ca l ly for the protect i on of groundwater . A l l  

hazardous and rad i oact i ve wastes wou l d  be hand l ed and managed a s  so l i d wastes and wou l d  not be 

d i scharged in l i q u i d  eff l uents . 

5 . 30 . 4 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted that some contam i nat i on  has been re l eased to the env i ronment as a res u l t  of 

I N E L  act i v i t i es . I t  was stated that S I S  Project wou l d  have a negat i ve impact on the Snake R i ver  P l a i n  

aqu i fer , and that the Draft E I S  d i d  not adequat e l y  address the cumu lat i ve impacts that the S I S  P ro ject 

wou l d  be add i ng to the I NE L . Rev i ewers stated that the h i story of contam i nat i on at the I NE L  shows an 

i nab i l i ty of the I NE L  to protect the env i ronment and a l ack of cooperat i on by the DOE w i t h  those 
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i nterested i n  do i ng so . I t  was stated that the I NEL shou l d  be a l eader i n  waste d i sposa l research , 

rather t han a creator of more wast e .  I t  was asked i f  the S I S  Project wou l d  add costs to  t he 

decontam i nat i on effort at the I N EL . Converse l y ,  i t  was noted that the I N EL has reprocessed fue l for 

3 0  years w i thout contam i nat i ng  t he env i ronment and that the hand l i ng of rad i oact i ve mater i a l  at the 

I N EL  is performed very safe l y .  

The extent and concentrat i on of contam i nat i on i n  the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer have been 

we l l  character i zed and def i ned by a comprehens i v e ,  on-go i ng  mon i tor i ng  and test i ng program . A l l 

contam i nat i on at the I N EL  i s  current l y  be i ng i nves t i gated under the g u i dance of EPA Reg ion  X and i n  

coord i nat i on  w i t h  t he State o f  I daho . 

shou l d  be 

pract ices  

5 . 30 . 1 . 6 .  

An eva l uat i on  program i s  current l y  underway to determ i ne what correct ive  act i on , i f  any,  

taken re lat ive  to the contam i nat i on of the env i ronment at the I NEL , as the waste management 

that l ed to contam i nat i on are no l onger emp l oyed . A l so see the response to comment 

The d i scuss i on on cumu lat i ve effects in Sect i on 4 . 5  of the F i na l  E I S  conc l udes that the S I S  

Project wou l d  not s i gn i f i cant l y  i mpact ex i st i ng  contam i nat i on  a t  t he I N EL  or  i ncrease the costs of 

remed i a l  or  correct i ve act i on . The I N EL has been and w i l l  cont i nue to be i nvo l ved in research on 

waste reduct i on , storage , and d i sposa l . 

5 . 30 . 4 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat EPA has stated that hazardous wastes have been re leased to t he aqu i fe r .  

Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 4  of the F i na l  E I S  d i scusses the three s i tes at the I N EL  that curren t l y  

requ i re correct i ve act i on  under RCRA , wh i c h  i s  be i ng  i mp l emented i n  accordance w i t h  t h e  Consent Order 

and Comp l i ance Agreement between DOE and EPA . 

5 . 30 . 4 . 7  Comment : 

Concern was expressed about l eakage from wastes stored or d i sposed of at the I N E L ,  and 

about the effects  of contam i nat i on on the aqu ifer ,  waterways , w i l d l i fe ,  tou r i sm ,  agr i cu l ture , food 

cha i n ,  recreat i on , and nearby res i dents . 

See the responses to comments 5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  and Sect i on  3 . 1 . 4 . 4  of the F i n a l  E I S  

regard i ng  ex i st i ng contam i nat i on at t he I NEL . DOE cont i n uous l y  mon i tors t he env i ronment to determ i ne 

t he extent and concent rat i on of contam i nants , i n c l ud i ng those i n  groundwate r ,  the food cha i n ,  a i r ,  and 

surface water as desc r i bed in Sect i on 3 . 1 . 6 of the F i n a l  E I S . Resu l t s  of t he mon i tor i ng program have 

detected no s i gn i f i cant impact to w i ld l i fe or vegetat i on from contam i nat i on and , as a resu l t  of 

changes in waste management pract i ces , waste p l umes--part i c u l a r l y  in the last  fou r yea rs- -are 

s hr i nk i ng . 

5 . 30 . 4 . 8  Comment : 

I t  was stated that m i l l i ons of cur i es of rad i onuc l i des have been re l eased i n  exhaust and 

waste p l umes and the past stud i e s  have shown the ex i stence of rad i at i on -contam i nated so i l ,  water ,  

p lants , and an i ma l s  a t  the I NE L . 
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The F i na l E I S  d i scusses the env i ronmenta l rad i at i on at the I N EL  i n  Sect i on 3 . 1 . 6 .  Wh i l e 

some l ow leve l s  of contam i nat i on have been found at l im i ted l ocat i ons  ons i t e ,  no s i gn i f i cant 

concentrat i ons  of rad i onuc l ides from the I N EL  have been detected offs i t e .  Add i t i on a l  i nformat i on on 

the ons i te and offs i te mon i tor i ng i s  i nc l uded in the responses to comments 5 . 6 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  

and 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 0 .  

5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that p l uton i um i s  contam i nat i ng the Snake R i ver  P la i n aqu i fer  and 

that p l uton i um has a l ready seeped down 3 1 0  feet in the aqu i fer , contam i nat i ng the aqu i fer and 

sed iments to a depth of 230 feet . Severa l commentors stated that more contam i nated waste i s  not 

needed . 

I n  the past p l uton i um was stored i n  so l i d form i n  bur i a l  grounds at the RWMC and d i sposed 

of i n  sma l l  quant i t i e s  in the ICPP i n ject i on we l l .  Stud i es ut i l i z i ng very sens i t i ve detect i on methods 

have i den t i f i ed p l uton i um south of the I CPP  i n ject i on we l l  up to a d i stance of about 1 , 500 feet . The 

concent rat i ons  of p l uton i um i dent i f i ed are much l ower than EPA gu i de l i nes  for dr i nk i ng water 

standards . I on exchange or  absorpt i on react i ons  reduce the mob i l i ty of p l uton i um .  Because of these 

and other processes , wastes are d i l uted in  the subsurface at the I N EL . The l ow concentrat i on s  of 

p l uton i um at the I CPP  are not expected to become a hea lth  prob l em .  N o  l i q u i d  eff l uents conta i n i ng 

p l uton i um wou l d  be d i scharged from the S I S  Project . 

P l uton i um has been stored and d i sposed of at the I N E L ' s  RWMC . Deta i l ed , thorough we l l  

d r i l l i ng and samp l i ng techn i ques have detected p l uton i um i n  sed i mentary beds w i t h i n  the basa l t i c  l ava  

rocks at 1 1 0 feet and  230 feet be l ow the  surface . The concentrat i ons are s l i ght l y  above the p l uton i um 

l eve l s  found near the l and s u rface as a res u l t  of wor l dw i de fa l l out from atmosphe r i c  test i ng of 

nuc l ear  weapons . Howeve r ,  numerous improvements such as f i ne-gra i ned so i l  covers over the RWMC , 

f l ood-cont ro l st ructures , waste packag i ng ,  waste storage , and other methods have reduced the 

l i ke l i hood of p l uton i um waste m i g rat i ng downward at the RWMC . 

The impact of the sma l l  quant i t i es of l ow- l eve l waste generated by the S I S  P roject that 

wou l d  be d i sposed of at the I NEL  are assessed in Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 3 of the F i na l E I S .  Even under very 

conservat i ve assumpt i ons , the max imum concentrat i ons  projected i n  the g round water from l ow- leve l 

waste d i spos a l  act i v i t i es assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  Project wou l d  rema i n  we l l  be l ow the EPA d r i nk i ng 

water  standards . 

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 0 Comment : 

Assurance was requested that present subsurface p l uton i um contam i nat i on wou l d  not leak i nto 

the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer . 

P l uton i um has been detected at very low concentrat i ons ( femtocu r i es ) i n  sed imentary beds 

be low the RWMC , where p l uton i um was d i sposed of at the I N EL . Most we l l s d r i l l ed d i rect l y  beneath the 

RWMC do not i nd i cate p l uton i um contam i nat i on .  The waste m i grat ion  i s  be l i eved t o  be a resu l t  of 

outdated d i sposa l methods aggravated by two f lood i ng events . 
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The p l uton i um m i g rat i on prob lem of t he RWMC i s  current ly be i ng eva l uated as part of an 

agreement w i t h  Reg i on X of the EPA . Appropr i ate correct ive  act i ons  under t he Consent Order and 

Comp l i ance Agreement or  any remed i a l  act i ons deemed necessary under t he CERCLA as amended w i l l  be 

d i scussed w i t h  EPA and t he state . The proposed p l an w i l l  be subjected to pub l i c rev i ew and comment  i n  

pub l i c  meet i ngs , as  set forth i n  RCRA/CERCLA/NEPA requ i rements .  The I N EL i s  exp l o r i ng t he feas i b i l i ty 

of remov i ng  t he source of the p l uton i um i n  t he RWMC as part of i t s  eva l uat i on act i v i t i e s . 

P l uton i um i s  subject to i on exchange ( absorpt i on ) react i ons , wh i c h  b i nd t he p l uton i um to 

so i l  and organ i c  part ic l e s  as it  i s  carr i ed by water down t hrough t he so i l  co l umn . Newer management 

techn i ques at the RWMC have been imp l emented to decrease the amount of surface water enter i ng  t he 

RWMC . W i t hout water perco lat ion , the on l y  method of t ransport ava i l ab l e  to p l uton i um ,  so l ut i on 

transport , w i l l  be e l im i nated . The most recent data suggest that p l uton i um w i l l  not reach t he aqu i fer  

i n  detectab l e  amounts based on current p l uton i um l eve l s  i n  the so i l  and  the eng i neered e l i m i nat i on  of 

t he transport med i um (water ) as imp l emented i n  t he new RWMC Management P l an . 

5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 1 Comment : 

I t  was s tated that tota l I NEL waste-assoc i ated rad i oact i v i ty re l eased by i n ject i on we l l  

d i sposa l dur i ng  t he l i fet ime of t he i n ject i on we l l s was 7 , 577  cur i es , or many t imes t he letha l amount 

of 8 m i l l i cu r i es . 

Hea l t h  effects are based on rems and not on cur i es . To ca lcu l ate a l etha l dose based upon 

cur ies , t he rad i oact ive  i sotope must f i rst  be known . A convers ion factor based on t he tox i c i t y ,  

act i v i ty ,  and ava i l ab i l i ty o f  t he i sotope to t he des i gnated receptor must t hen b e  used to c a l c u l ate 

rem . The convers ion  factors vary w i de ly ,  and t herefore the statement that so many cur i es are l et ha l 

i s  m i s l ead i ng un l ess  i t  i s  i sotope- and receptor-spec i f ic . 

To imp l y  t hat 7 , 577  cur i es are a l l  read i ly ava i l ab l e  to a receptor popu l at i on i s  

i ncorrect . The vast majo r i t y  of rad i oact i v i ty wh i c h  was i n jected i nto  the we l l s  was from t r i t i um .  

Tr i t i um has a re lat i ve l y  short ha l f- l i fe of on l y  1 2 . 5  years . The aqu i fer w i l l  be ab l e  t o  reta i n  the 

t r i t i um l ong enough to prevent water t hat i s  above t he EPA ' s  d r i nk i ng water cr i ter ion  of 4 m i l l i rem/yr 

from ever reach i ng t he I N EL boundary . 

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 Comment : 

I t  was stated that past act i v i t i es  have not been protect ive  of the Snake R i ver  P la i n  

aqu i fer  and that tox i c  rad i oact i ve substances and carc i nogen i c  organ i c  chem i ca l s  have been used , 

cau s i ng t he s i te  to be con s i dered as a Superfund s i t e .  

Sect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 4 of t he F i na l  E I S  i dent i f i es t he three s i tes at the I N EL requ i r i ng  

correct i ve act ion  i n  accordance w i t h  RCRA requ i rements .  A l so see  the responses to  comments  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 , 

5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  and 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 0 .  

5 . 30 . 4 . 13 Comment : 

Rev i ewers noted t hat a p l ume has a l ready been i dent i f i ed beneat h  t he TRA rad i oact i ve waste 

perco lat i on ponds at  t he I NEL . 
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Waste p l umes i n  the perched-water bod ies  beneath the TRA and i n  the Snake R i ver P l a i n  

aqu i fer  have been documented and eva l uated by DOE and the USGS . The waste m i grat i on from the TRA 

ponds has been mode led by pred ict i ve mathemat i c a l  computer mode l s .  Waste attenuat i on occurs as the 

water  seeps downward through basa l t i c l ava rocks and sed imentary i nterbeds . The perched water moves 

downward and outward , wh i c h  spreads the water and causes a decrease of concentrat i ons  as the waste 

products enter the Snake R i ver P l a i n  aqu i fer . See response to comment 5 . 1 2 . 1  for a d i scuss i on of 

ground water effects .  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the past DOE and Government record w i t h  regard to waste management has 

been poor , that waste and p l uton i um hand l i ng efforts have h i stor ica l ly caused extens i ve contam i nat i on 

prob l ems , and that the Draft E I S  does not suggest any way i n  wh ich  the S I S  P roject w i l l  han d l e  wastes 

or  a i r  em i s s i ons  d i fferen t l y  ( i . e . , there w i l l  be more of the same ) . Part i cu l ar  concern was expressed 

( and examp les  g i ven ) about contam i nat ion  of Rocky F l ats ,  Hanford Reservat i o n ,  the Savannah R i ver 

P lant , and other DOE s i tes . Further concern was expressed over the cost and extent of the c l eanup of 

the I NEL  and other ex i st i ng DOE fac i l i t i es , w i t h  spec i f i c  ment i on of Superfund costs and when such 

c leanup w i l l  beg i n . 

The DOE acknow l edges that there have been prob l ems concern i ng contam i nat i on at severa l DOE 

fac i l i t i es . These pro b l ems are due i n  part to past waste management pract i ces that are no l onger used 

and in part to the age of the fac i l i t i es . The S I S  P roject wou ld  be a state-of-t he-art fac i l i ty tak i ng 

advantage of the latest featu res for m i n i m i z i ng or e l i m i nat i ng contam i nat i on pro b l ems . Assurance of 

the protect ion  of the hea l t h  and safety of the pub l i c and of p lant personne l i s  the p r i mary 

con s i derat i on throughout the l i fet ime of the S I S  P roject . 

Spec i f i c waste management p lans  and procedures wou l d  be deve l oped for S I S-generated 

wastes . These p l ans  and procedures wou ld  be wr i tten to conform w i t h  str i ngent gu i de l i nes and 

regu lat ions  imposed by DOE for a l l  aspects of waste management ( DOE Order 582 0 . 2 ) No l i q u i d  

rad i oact ive , hazardous o r  m i xed waste eff l uent s wou ld  b e  d i scharged t o  the env i ronment . So l i d wastes  

wou l d  be  managed i n  accordance w ith  a l l  app l i cab le  EPA ,  DOT , DOE , and  state regu lat i ons . 

There has been , and i s  now , a strong , on-go i ng comm i tment by DOE to support act i ons  that 

w i l l  characte r i ze , mon i to r ,  study, and test the extent of contam i nat i on at DOE s i tes . These 

eva l uat i ons w i l l  eventua l ly l ead to p lans for remed i a l  act i on and c l eanup . 

The S I S  process wou l d  be i n  concert w i t h  DOE comm i tments to spec i f i ca l ly l im i t  waste 

generat i on and ensure safe hand l i ng ,  process i n g ,  and transfer of wastes pr i or to d i sposa l .  I n  

add i t i on ,  DOE wou l d  comp l y  w i th a l l  app l i cab l e  env i ronmenta l ,  safety , and hea l t h  regu lat ions . 

C leanup of DOE waste s i tes w i l l  requ i re i n -depth character i zat i on work ( to def i ne the type 

and extent of contam i nat i on ) , test i ng and mon i to r i n g ,  and deve l opment and imp l ementat i on of correct i ve 

or remed i a l  act i on p l an s .  The on-go i ng c l eanup effort i s  funded a t  a l eve l con s i stent w i t h  ach iev i ng 

the above goa l s  and i n  the most econom i ca l  and eff i c i ent way poss i b l e .  DOE i s  h i g h l y  cost-consc i ous , 

but , at the same t ime , i t  accepts as i t s  h i ghest p r i or i ty the restorat i on of the env i ronment to a safe 

cond i t i on .  
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The sma l l  amount of rad i onuc l i des ( i nc l ud i ng p l uton i um ) re l eased dur i ng  norma l operat i ons  

and  postu l ated acc i dents are  desc r i bed i n  the  Draft E I S  and  F i n a l  E I S  ( Sect i ons 4 . 1 . 2  and  4 . 1 . 3 ) . 

These re l eases wou l d  not have a s i gn i f i cant impact on I daho ' s  a i r  qua l i ty  or on human hea lth  and the 

env i ronment . Other em i s s i on s ,  such as Freons and NOx ' are a l so addressed i n  the F i n a l  E I S .  The S I S  

Fac i l i ty  w i l l  emp l oy the Best Ava i l ab l e  Contro l Techno l ogy ( BACT ) i n  accordance w i t h  the P revent i on of 

S i gn i f i cant Dete r i orat i on ( PSD ) Perm i t  App l i cat i on be i ng prepared for the S I S  Fac i l i ty  in order to 

reduce s i gn i f i cant po l l utants . The DOE conc l udes that a l l  po l l utant em i s s i ons w i l l  be kept we l l  be l ow 

EPA l im i t s  and w i l l  therefore pose no hea lth  hazards . 

5 . 30 . 5  Waste-M i sce l l aneous 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1  Comment : 

It was requested that the DOE concentrate on prope r l y  manag i ng  and c l ean i ng up ex i st i ng 

nuc l ear  waste at the I N E L ,  rather than b u i l d i ng  and operat i ng the S I S  Project ; add i t i ona l ly i t  was 

stated that the jobs are not wo rth the waste . 

Efforts by the DOE are cont i nu i ng to character i ze , mon i tor ,  and imp l ement m i t i gat i on 

act ions  at the I N E L . The S I S  P roject wou l d  not hamper or a i d  the current I N E L  c l eanup efforts nor 

wou l d  the add i t i ona l waste generated by the S I S  P roject impact current or  p l anned waste hand l i ng and 

d i sposa l act i v i t i es .  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and F i n a l  E I S  d i scusses the need for the S I S  

Project . Loca l econom i c  con s i derat i ons  were con s i dered ; howeve r ,  they are not the p r imary c r i te r i a  

for s i t i ng the S I S  Fac i l i t y .  

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 2  Comment :  

I t  was stated that S I S  em i s s i ons  and eff l uents wou l d  be w i t h i n  a l l  app l i cab l e  env i ronmenta l 

standards . 

A l l  S I S  em i s s i ons  and eff l uents w i l l  b e  w i t h i n  a l l  app l icab l e  state and E P A  standards . 

5 . 30 . 5 . 3  Comment : 

It was stated that "evaporat ion  ponds" w i l l  a l l ow po l l ut i on of the groundwater . 

As stated i n  t he Draft E I S ,  the perco l at i on ponds are an i nter im  measure unt i l  other 

a l ternat i ves have been assessed and approved for imp l ementat i on . Eff luent to the serv i ce  waste system 

from the S I S  Project wou l d  be mon i tored for both RCRA- ( hazardous wastes ) and DOE- ( rad i oact i ve 

eff l uents ) contro l led contam i nants  to ensure that re l eases are a l l  b e l ow app l i cab l e  l im i ts . As part 

of DOE ' s  cont i n u i ng efforts to  upgrade wastes , a new perco l at i on 

the I CPP , after the appropr i ate  NEPA eva l uat i ons  are comp l eted . 

that i t  ( they ) w i l l  not impact the ex i st i ng perco l at i on ponds at 

pond or  ponds w i l l  be i n sta l l ed at 

The new pond ( s )  w i l l  be  l ocated such 

the I CPP . D i scharges to  the pond ( s )  

w i l l  b e  nonhazardous and non rad i oact i ve and w i l l  meet a l l  appropr i ate Federa l and state regu lat i ons . 

Therefore , wastes re l eased to the evaporat i on ponds wou l d  not po l l ute  the ground water .  

5 . 30-23 

Response:

Response:

Response:



5 . 30 . 5 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was stated that RCRA comp l i ance i s  eas ier  sa i d  than done when dea l i ng w i th  

hazardous/tox i c  waste . I t  was stated that the waste evaporator i s  a hazardous waste treatment un i t  

and req u i res a hazardous waste treatment perm i t  under RCRA.  

L i qu i d  waste streams to be sent to the evaporator wou l d  o n l y  be hazardous because of pH 
( see F i gure 2-9  of the F i n a l  E I S ) . P r i or to be i ng sent to the evaporator , the l i qu i d  waste st reams 

wou l d  be neut ra l i zed i n  a tota l ly enc l osed system ;  therefore , the evaporator wou l d  not be a hazardous 

waste treatment system requ i r i ng a RCRA perm i t .  

5 . 30 . 5 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  the ethano l -ethan o l /dye m i xture i s  con s i dered a waste or a product . 

The ethano l /dye m i xture i s  both a product used as part of the dye- laser system and a 

hazardous waste when the m i xture requ i res rep l e n i shment . As a hazardous waste , i t  w i l l  be hand l ed and 

managed in accordance w i th  a l l  app l i cab l e  RCRA regu l at i ons . 

5 . 30 . 5 . 6  Comment : 

Revi ewers stressed that waste m i n i m i za t i on shou l d  rema i n  a top pr i o r i ty re l at i ve to the S I S  

process and that the F i na l E I S  shou l d  emphas i ze the DOE comm i tment t o  cont i nue t o  study methods for 

waste m i n im i zat i on and reduct i on of ex i s t i ng waste stockp i l e s .  

DOE ma i nta i n s  a strong on-go ing  comm i tment to m i n i m i ze and reduce the quant i t i e s  of 

generated waste . I n  the des ign  and operat i on of the S I S  Project , waste m i n i m i zat i on i s  be i ng  

stressed , together w i th the separat i on of  a l l  contam i nated l i q u i d  waste process i ng  st reams from 

nonprocess l i q u i d  waste streams . Throughout a l l  DOE operat i on s ,  methods to reduce and m i n im i ze waste 

are constant l y  be i ng  i mp l emented as  techno l ogy and app l i cat ions  advance . 

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  Comment : 

Genera l comments were rece i ved on the impact of add i t i ona l S I S  waste on current I NEL  waste 

management programs . On the one hand , the i ncrease was cons idered sma l l  wh i l e ,  on  the othe r ,  i t  was 

con s i dered that the S I S  Project wou l d  compound current waste management prob l ems and i ncrease tox i c  

waste and i t s  transportat ion . 

The tot a l  quant i t i e s  of hazardous and rad i oact i ve wastes projected to be generated by the 

S I S  P roject are sma l l  ( see Tab l e  2-7 of the F i na l E I S ) compared to the tota l quant ity  of s im i l ar  

wastes hand l ed current l y  at the  I NEL . Haza rdous waste wou l d  be staged temporar i ly ons i te i n  a 

fac i l i ty meet i ng RCRA requ i rements .  The hazardous wastes wou l d  then be s h i pped offs i te to a 

RCRA-approved TSD  s i te . Shou ld  an offs i te RCRA TSD not be ava i l ab l e ,  DOE wou l d  prov i de ons ite  storage 
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fac i l i t i es meet i ng  RCRA requ i rements unt i l  an offs i te  TSD i s  ava i l ab l e .  Transport o f  hazardous wastes 

wou l d  be performed in accordance w i t h  DOT and EPA requ i rements 49 CFR 100-199  and 40 CFR 263 , 

respect i ve l y .  Low- l eve l  waste wou l d  be d i sposed of ons i te . TRU waste  wou l d  be transported to the 

WIPP in New Mex i co . See a l so the response to comment 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  

5 . 30 . 5 . 8  Comment :  

Rev i ewers noted that S I S-generated TRU waste wou l d  i ncrease TRU waste product i on at the 

I N EL  by 2 , 700 percent and wou l d  rema i n  a potent i a l  hazard for thousands of years . 

The S I S  Fac i l i ty  i s  projected t o  generate l e s s  than 440 tons o f  TRU waste annua l l y ,  wh i ch  

i s  about 1 0  percent of  the  tot a l  vo l ume hand l ed and  managed at  t he  I N EL  and  about 50 percent of  the 

TRU waste generated at the I N EL  on an annua l bas i s .  Most types of TRU waste do rema i n  rad i oact ive  for 

tens of thousands of years ; however , the purpose of the W IPP  i s  to prov i de a d i sposa l s i te for TRU 

wastes in a manner prov i d i ng safe i s o l at ion  from the env i ronment . The I N EL  wou l d  prov i de safe , 

adequate i nter im storage for S I S  TRU waste ( as i s  current l y  done for TRU waste from other sources ) 

before f i na l  emp l acement . 

5 . 30 . 5 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was noted that at one t ime i t  was cons i dered undes i rab l e  by the State of I daho to store 

or process p l uton i um above the Snake R i ver P la i n  aqu i fe r ,  and that t h i s  h i story shou ld  be rev i ewed . 

The F i na l  E I S  on the W I PP fac i l i ty  i nd i cated that there were no env i ronmenta l reasons why 

p l uton i um shou l d  not be processed or why TRU waste shou l d  not be safe l y  stored at the I NE L  i n  the near 

term ( i . e . , for up to 100 yea rs ) ; howeve r ,  l ong-term i s o l at i on of TRU waste at the I N E L  was not 

cons i dered acceptab l e .  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 Comment : 

Genera l concern was expressed over the generat i on ,  accumu l a t i o n ,  transportat i on , and 

d i spos a l  of add i t i ona l wastes in I daho , the l ength of t ime that wastes w i l l  rema i n  tox i c  to the 

env i ronment , and the res u l tant impact . Others stated the S I S  wastes wou l d  be more safe and l ess  

expens i ve to dea l w i th  than reactor wastes . 

The wastes that wou l d  be generated by the S I S  Project wou l d  i nc l ude TRU waste , m i xed waste , 

hazardous waste , and l ow- l eve l rad i oact i ve waste . TRU waste wou l d  be t ransported to the W I PP i n  New 

Mex i co . Hazardous waste wou l d  be staged tempora r i l y  ons i te in a fac i l i ty  meet i ng  RCRA 

req u i rements . The hazardous wastes wou ld  then be s h i pped offs ite  to a RCRA-approved TSD s i te . Shou l d  

an offs i te RCRA T S D  n o t  b e  ava i l ab l e ,  DOE wou l d  prov i de ons i te storage fac i l i t i es  meet i ng RCRA 

requ i rements unt i l  an offs i te  TSD i s  ava i lab l e .  M i xed wastes wou ld  b e  stored ons i te i n  RCRA-approved 

fac i l i t i e s  unt i l  the i r  d i spos i t i on i s  determ i ned , or an offs i te TSD for such waste i s  ava i lab le . The 

l ow- l eve l rad i oact i ve waste wou l d  be d i sposed of at the I N EL  and is by def i n i t i on  a l ow-act i v i ty waste 

that does not requ i re l ong-term i so lat i on from the env i ronment , un l i ke TRU and h i gh- l eve l rad i oact i ve 

waste . Measures  and prac t i ces cons i stent w i th the l ow-act i v i ty nature of th i s  waste wou l d  be used to 

ensure that any potent i a l  impacts wou l d  be m i n i ma l  and kept we l l  be low a l l  appropr i ate regu latory 

standards . The t ransport of wastes i s  addressed i n  Sect i ons  2 . 1 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 3 . 1 . 3 ,  and Append i x  A 

of t he F i n a l  E I S . 
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The wastes that wou l d  be generated by the S I S  Project cannot be d i rect l y  compared to the 

wastes of reactor-produced p l uton i um ;  howeve r ,  i t  i s  noted that the S I S  Pro ject wou l d  not produce 

h i gh- leve l wastes such as commerc i a l  reactor spent fue l or  h i gh- leve l waste from the chem i ca l  

process i ng of product i on reactor fue l s  and targets . 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 1 Comment : 

I t  was noted that the I N EL  budget for env i ronment and safety i s  l ess  than other s i tes ' ,  

even though s i gn i f i cant quant i t i es of waste are s h i pped to  the s i te . 

The I N EL  budget for waste management ,  env i ronment a l  mon i tor i n g ,  waste c leanup , and re lated 

act i v i t i es i s  commensurate w i th the requ i red work . Strong emphas i s  has a lways been , and w i l l  cont i nue 

to be , p l aced on mon i to r i ng and eva l uat i on act i v i t i es re l ated to detect i ng wastes in the env i ronment 

and promot i n g  safe i nter im  storage and d i spos a l  methods for waste . 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 Comment : 

Concern was expressed that improper d i spos a l  of waste cou l d  cause prob l ems for future 

generat i ons . 

The most i mportant goa l of the DOE Defense Waste Management P l an ( see Reference ) i s  the 

safe , permanent d i sposa l of rad i oact i ve and hazardous wastes . The a im of the overa l l waste d i sposa l 

program i s  to e l i m i nate current waste i nventor i es and prov i de for prompt , permanent d i sposa l of wastes 

generated on an on-go i ng bas i s .  

There are many comp l ex techn i ca l ,  env i ronmenta l ,  po l i t i ca l ,  soc i oeconom i c ,  and other 

factors i nvo l ved in the overa l l  program . These are some of the contr i but i ng reasons why deve l op i ng 

and imp l ement i ng a comprehens i ve nat i ona l waste management program has been such a l engthy process . 

However , the end res u l t  w i l l  be the safe , permanent d i sposa l of wastes assoc i ated w i t h  u . s .  nuc l ear 

defense . The object i ve i s  to ensure that the env i ronment , i t s  current i nhab i tants , and future 

popu l at i ons  w i l l  be  protected from the pro b l ems ar i s i ng from improper waste d i sposa l .  

Reference : 

DOE ( U . S .  Department of Ene rgy ) , 1983 . The Defense Waste P l an , DOE/DP -00 1 5 ,  

Wash i ngton , DC . 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 3 Comment 

It was stated that i t  i s  un l i ke l y  that l ow- leve l waste wou l d  get 200  to 1 , 000 feet down to 

the aqu i fe r .  

Sect ion  4 . 1 . 2 . 3  of the Draft E I S  and F i na l  E I S  prov i des a very conservat i ve ana lys i s  of the 

potent i a l  impact on groundwater from the d i spos a l  of l ow- leve l waste . I t  i s  un l i ke ly that l ow- l eve l 

waste wou ld  m i grate downward to the c i ted depths , s i nce methods such as so i l  covers and s l op i ng of 
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caps are used to prevent surface water ( from ra i nfa l l  and snow me l t ) from m i grat i ng through the bur i ed 

l ow- l eve l waste . 

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was stated that a cons idera b l e  amount of water  w i l l  be used i n  the S I S  process . Concern 

was expressed on the u l t imate fate of the contam i nated water wh i c h  w i l l  be d i scharged to seepage 

ponds , w i t h  spec i f i c concerns about the aqu i fer . 

The quant i ty of water used b� the S I S  Project i s  sma l l  ( 2 . 9  x 1 0
6 ga l /yr ) compared to 

that w i t hdrawn for other uses ( 1 . 8  x 1 0  ga l /yr ) from the aqu i fe r .  As part of DOE ' s  cont i nu i ng 

efforts to upgrade wastes , a new perco l at i on pond or ponds w i l l  be i n sta l l ed at the ICPP  after the 

appropr i ate NEPA eva l uat i on s  a re comp leted . The new pond ( s ) w i l l  be l ocated such that it ( they ) w i l l  

not impact the ex i st i ng perco lat i on ponds at the I CP P .  D i scharges to the pond ( s ) w i l l  b e  nonhazardous 

and non rad i oact i ve and w i l l  meet a l l  appropr i ate Federa l and state regu l at i ons . 

See the response to coment 5 . 1 2 . 1  for i nformat i on on the aqu i fe r .  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 5 Comment : 

Concern was expressed about construct i on pract i ces at the I N E L  s i te ( e . g . , at a structure 

that i s  to conta i n  h i gh- l eve l rad i oact i ve waste ) . 

The st ructure for the S I S  Project wou ld  be Category I ,  and a l l  appropr i ate qua l i t y  

assurance requ i rements f o r  mater i a l s , construct i on pract ices , i n spect i ons , etc . ,  w i l l  b e  fo l l owed . 

See the response to comment 5 . 1 4 . 2  for add i t i ona l i nformat i on on waste management st ructure 

const ruct i on . 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 6 Comment : 

I t  was requested that norma l operat i ng l im i t s  be estab l i shed for the S I S  Fac i l i ty  and that 

a p lan be deve l oped for i dent i fy i ng act i ons to be taken if these l im i t s  are exceeded . 

The F i n a l  E I S  i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5  d i scusses the norma l eff l uents , em i s s i ons , and so l i d wastes 

produced from S I S  operat ion . DOE - I D  Order 5484 . 1A estab l i shes the req u i rements for repo rt i ng , and the 

correct i ve act ion  to be taken , if l im i t s  of em i ss i ons  are exceeded . The actua l nume r i c a l  va l ues of 

norma l em i s s ions  cannot be estab l i shed , however ,  unt i l  the des i gn of the p lant i s  comp l eted , nor can a 

deta i l ed emergency p l an be deve l oped . 

Current ly the State of I daho and EPA are rev i ew i ng the des i gn of waste hand l i ng systems for 

proposed projects at the I N E L  and w i l l  rev i ew the S I S  waste hand l i ng system des i gn as part of the 

perm i t t i n g  process . The State of Idaho and EPA are curren t l y  conduct i n g  ons i te  i n spect i ons  of waste 

hand l i ng systems operat i ons , and these i n spect i ons  w i l l  cont i nue as ca l l ed for in cu rrent or  future 

agreements . 
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5 . 30 . 5 . 1 7 Comment : 

I t  was asked how much more waste wou l d  be generated at Hanford to support S I S  comm i tments 

and if fund i ng wou l d  be ava i l a b l e  to ensure that such wastes are d i sposed of safe ly and permanent l y .  

The DOE i s  comm i tted to cont i nue support i ng t h e  l ong-range Defense Waste Management P l an a t  

Hanford . Th i s  program w i l l  prov i de the fund i ng requ i red for the safe d i sposa l of Hanford wastes . The 

amount of waste generated by dec ladd i ng Fast F l ux Test Fac i l i ty ( FFTF ) fue l . shou l d  that mater i a l  be 

approved as  a feed for the S I S  Projec t .  wou l d  be covered by other N E PA eva l uat ions . See the responses 

to comments 5 . 2 6 . 7  and 5 . 29 . 1 0 2  regard i ng waste generated at Hanford if the S I S  Project i s  l ocated at 

the I NEL . See the response to comment 5 . 26 . 1  regard i ng potent i a l  use  of the FFTF fue l .  
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5 . 3 1 M I SCELLANEOUS 

5 . 3 1 . 1  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that p l uton i um techno l ogy generates chem i ca l tox i n s  wh i c h  cannot be 

absorbed i nto the env i ronment w i t hout harm . 

The U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) recogn i zes the rad i o l og i c a l  and chem i c a l  hazards of 

p l uton i um .  The Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Fac i l i ty is be ing  des i gned such that these poten t i a l  

hazards w i l l  not present a s i gn i f i cant hazard t o  workers , members o f  the pub l i c ,  o r  t h e  env i ronment . 

The des i gn of t he S I S  Fac i l i ty i s  d i scussed i n  Sect ion  2 . 1  of the F i na l  Env i ronmenta l Impact 

Statement ( E I S ) . The F i na l  E I S  d i scusses eff l uent re l eases from S I S  operat i ons under rout i ne and 

acc i dent cond i t i ons  and i n d i cates that there wou l d  be no s i gn i f i cant adverse impacts  to env i ronmenta l 

qua l i ty  or pub l i c hea l t h  and safety as a res u l t  of those re l eases . 

5 . 3 1 . 2  Comment :  

I t  was stated that there are on l y  l im i ted agreements w i t h  state reg u l atory agenc i e s  wh i ch 

a l l ow rest r i cted Idaho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I NEL ) access , and that actua l regu lat i on l i es 

so l e l y  w i t h  the Federa l government . I t  was a l so noted that states have no author i ty to regu l ate 

Federa l nuc lear fac i l i t i es . 

Congress has mandated i n  Federal  env i ronmenta l standards that fac i l i t i e s  under t he 

jur i sd i ct i on , custody , or cont ro l of Federa l agenc i es or departments comp l y  w i t h  the requ i rements of 

Federa l and state l aws . Examp les  of t h i s  i nc l ude the C l ean A i r  Act ,  the Resource Conservat i on and 

Recovery Act ( RCRA ) , the Safe D r i nk ing  Water Act , and the C l ean Water Act . I n  the Comprehens i ve 

Env i ronmenta l Response , Compensat ion  and L i ab i l i ty  Act ( CERCLA ) as amended , Congress d i rects t hat even 

if a state l aw or req u i rement i s  not lega l ly app l i cab l e  to a Federa l fac i l i t y ,  the l aw or requ i rement 

must be con s i dered to the extent that it may be re l evant and appropr i ate w i t h i n  the context of a 

Nat i ona l P r i or i t i es L i st ( N PL ) remed i a l  act i on at the Federa l fac i l i ty .  For non-NPL remed i a l  act i ons , 

state l aws and requ i rements are made d i rect ly app l i ca b l e  i n  CERCLA Sect ion  1 2 0 .  Thus , states have an 

important ro l e  in regu l at i ng  env i ronmenta l comp l i ance at Federa l fac i l i t i es .  

The DOE - I daho Operat i ons off i ce ( DOE - I daho ) has a l s o  negot i ated a Consent Order and Comp l i ance 

Agreement ( COCA ) w i t h  Env i ronmenta l Protect i on Agency ( E PA ) Reg ion X that subjects I NEL  operat i ons  to 

EPA overs i ght and enforcement for RCRA act i v i t ies . DOE- I daho has fu l ly coord i nated w i t h  the State of 

I daho on a l l  act i v i t i e s  be ing  carr i ed out under the COCA in recogn i t ion  of the state ' s  ro l e  and i n  

v i ew o f  i t s  efforts t o  obta i n  autho r i zat i on t o  adm i n i ster the Federa l RCRA program . Regu latory agency 

personne l must comp l y  w i th  standard secur i ty req u i rements to acqu i re I N EL access . These requ i rements 

i n c l ude secur i ty c learances , escort s ,  and demonstrat i ons of i nformat i on needs regard i ng  res t r i cted 

fac i l i t i e s . These are the same bas i c  requ i rements that a l l  DOE and DOE-contractor personne l  must 

meet . 
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5 . 3 1 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was stated that severa l State of I daho statutes , ru l e s ,  regu l at i ons , and standards shou l d  

be i nc l uded as  part of t h e  app l i cab l e  regu l at i ons  concern i ng hazardous and m i xed waste . Spec i f ica l l y ,  

I daho Code Sect i on 39-4403 ( 13 ) ( a ) ( i v ) def i nes restr i cted wastes n o t  covered under RCRA . 

I daho Code Sect i on 39-4403 ( 14 ) cont a i n s  two def i n i t i on of res t r icted waste s ,  and a reference 

to these has been i nc l uded in Sect i on 5 . 5  of the F i na l  E I S . Ne i ther Idaho Code Sect i on 39-4403 
( 14 ) ( a ) ( i v ) nor  any other subsect i on there i n  wou l d  be app l i cab l e  to  the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  because the S I S  

P ro ject does not produce l i q u i d  hazardous waste streams o f  the type or  quant i ty i dent i f i ed i n  t h i s  

sect i on .  See a l so the responses t o  comments 5 . 30 . 1 . 2 0 and 5 . 3 1 . 2 .  

5 . 3 1 . 4  Comment :  

I t  was stated that ne i ther DOE nor the Nuc l ear  Regu l atory Comm i ss i on ( NRC ) were manag i ng a 

coherent ,  comprehens i ve program to adequat e l y  regu l ate the S I S  P ro ject . 

The DOE ' s  Ma jor System Acqu i s i t i on order i s  be i ng  used to manage the S I S  P ro ject and 

deve l opment act i v i t i e s . Th i s  system prov i des a coherent , comprehens i ve ,  and deta i l ed approach to the 

S I S  P roject . The safety and env i ronment a l  impact s  of the S I S  P ro ject have been eva l uated i n  t h i s  E I S  

us i ng i ndustry-accepted eva l uat i on  c r i ter i a ,  i nc l ud i ng many used by the NRC . The impacts have been 

eva l uated aga i nst Federa l and state regu l at i ons  and the consequences determ i ned to be sma l l  or 

i n s i gn i f i cant . 

Wh i l e DOE uses standards that meet , or are equ i va lent to , those deve l oped by the NRC , EPA , 

Department of Transportat ion  ( DOT ) and other Federa l agenc i e s , the NRC wou l d  not be i n vo l ved i n  

regu lat i ng  the S I S  P roject . 

5 . 3 1 . 5  Comment :  

I t  was quest i oned how DOE wou l d  be ab l e  to ensure that no rad i oact i ve waste ( as def i ned by 

State of Oregon ) wou l d  be s h i pped to the Ar l i ngton Hazardous Waste D i sposa l  S i te i n  Oregon . 

As d i scussed i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5  of the F i na l  E I S ,  a l l  hazardous waste generated by the S I S  

P roject wou l d  b e  han d l ed i n  accordance w i th DOE and RCRA req u i rements . Add i t iona l ly ,  a l l  app l i ca b l e  

EPA and DOT regu l at i ons  f o r  hand l i ng ,  packag i ng ,  and preparat i on f o r  s h i pment wou l d  b e  fo l l owed . 

The S I S  P ro ject wou l d  have approved procedures i n  p l ace to ensure that waste mater i a l  

generated a t  the S I S  Fac i l i ty i s  prope r l y  segregated accord i ng  t o  the S I S  P roject and DOE g u i de l i nes 

and accord i ng to d i sposa l s i te acceptance c r i ter i a .  S i nce the Ar l i ngton Hazardous Waste D i sposa l S i te  

i s  not autho r i zed to rece i ve rad i oact i ve waste , none wou l d  be s h i pped to that s i te . 

5 . 3 1 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was c l a imed t hat , contrary to what i s  stated i n  the Draft E I S ,  a P revent i on  of S i gn i f i cant 

Det e r i orat i on ( PSD ) perm i t  wou l d  be req u i red for the S I S  P ro ject . 
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The need for a PSD  perm i t  i s  i dent i f i ed i n  Sect i on 5 . 6 . 3  of the F i na l  E I S ,  and DOE i s  

prepa r i ng a PSD  perm i t  app l i cat i on for the S I S  Fac i l i ty . 

5 . 3 1 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the DOE shou ld  negot i ate techn i c a l  and f i nanc i a l  ass i stance w i t h  the State 

of I daho because of the great demand the S I S  Project w i l l  p l ace on state agenc ies  in  manag ing  the 

poten t i a l  env i ronmenta l and hea lth  consequences of the project . 

The S I S  Project w i l l  be constructed and operated i n  fu l l  comp l i ance w i th  pert i nent 

regu l at i ons , i nc l ud i ng  State of I daho l aws and regu lat i ons , as noted in the F i na l  E I S .  To the extent 

pract i ca l ,  DOE  w i l l  negot i ate w i th  the State of I daho for the schedu l i ng of reg u l atory rev i ews i n  the 

areas of regu l at i ons  for wh ich  the state has pr imacy ( C lean A i r  Act and C l ean Water Act ) , and for the 

coord i nat i on of RCRA act i v i t i e s  governed by the COCA . For a l l  other pert i nent State of I daho l aws and 

regu l at i ons , DOE prov i des deta i l ed i n format i on regard i ng  its act i ons , as has been done in  the past . 

See the response to comment 5 . 3 1 . 2 .  

DOE po l i cy proh i b i ts d i rect fund i ng  of reg u l atory agenc i es except for un i formly assessed 

fees . However ,  DOE is  estab l i sh i n g  an agreement w i th I daho State Un i vers i ty ( I SU ) to prov i de 

i ndependent ver i f i cat i on of the I N EL  env i ronmenta l mon i tor i ng  program . See the response to comment 

5 . 1 9 . 6  for add i t i ona l i nformat i on  on i ndependent ver i f icat i on .  

5 . 3 1 . 8  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the reference i n  the Draft E I S  to waste hand l i n g  regu l at i ons  i s  too vague ,  

and  that some waste hand l i ng regu l at i ons  have h i sto r i ca l ly been proven i nadequate . 

I n  the des i gn  of the S I S  Project , emphas i s  has been p l aced on reduc i ng the quant i t i e s  and 

k i nds  of wastes generated ; treatment methods to recyc le  wastes have been deve l oped ; waste m i n i m i z at i on 

and conso l i dat i on processes have been ut i l i zed ; and there i s  h i gh con f i dence that cu rrent techn o l ogy 

and reg u l at i on w i l l  support the safe and permanent d i sposa l of rad i oact i ve and hazardous wastes . 

There has been , and w i l l  cont i nue to be , a strong on-go i n g  comm i tment by DOE to characte r i ze , 

mon i to r ,  and determ i ne  the extent of contam i nat i on i n  the env i ronment . Eva l uat i ons  are curren t l y  

underway t o  determ i ne p lans  for remed i a l  act i on and c leanup . Through t h i s  carefu l mon itor i ng and 

contro l ,  the threat of contam i nat i on to the env i ronment has been m i n i m i zed . 

The S I S  process i s  i n  concert w i th DOE comm i tments and regu lat i ons  to spec i f i ca l ly l im i t  wa ste 

generat i on  and to ensure safe hand l i ng , and transfer of wastes pr ior  to d i sposa l .  P l ans  ca l l  for the 

d i sposa l  of wastes generated by the S I S  process on an as-generated bas i s  ( i . e . , m i n ima l  storage t ime 

p r i or to transport and f i na l  d i sposa l ) . See the response to comment 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  for more i nformat i on on 

waste management . 
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5 . 3 1 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was stated t hat Idaho and Wash i ngton do not have adequate agency resources for the 

mon i tor i ng  and enforcement of env i ronment a l  and safety regu l at i on s .  

State env i ronment a l  mon i t o r i ng/enforcement agen c i e s  are rev i ewed per i od ica l l y by t h e  E P A  to 

ver i fy adequate imp lementat i on of Federa l req u i rements . States l ack i ng  adequate programs may request 

temporary ass i s tance from the reg i ona l EPA off i ce or they can re l i nqu i s h  enforcement author i ty to the 

EPA . 

5 . 3 1 . 1 0 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the state l eg i s l ature shou l d  conf i rm the state ' s  r i ght to reg u l ate nuc l ear  

waste storage and  forb id  i nterstate waste s h i pment i n  order to  avo i d  i nadequate Federa l government 

management . 

The F i n a l  E I S  addresses  the hand l i ng , storage , and t ransportat ion  of a l l  waste generated by 

the p roposed S I S  Fac i l i t y .  The quest i on of the state ' s  r i ght or des i re to reg u l ate nuc l ear  waste and 

s h i pment i s  beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

5 . 3 1 . 1 1  � : 

I t  was stated t hat the I NE L  wou l d  be a good p l ace for t he S I S  P roject because of i ts desert 

c l imate and remote l ocat i on . 

As d i scussed i n  the F i n a l  E I S ,  many factors are to be con s i dered i n  the dec i s i on as to whet her 

to const ruct and operate t he proposed project , and its res u l tant l ocat i on . 

5 . 3 1 . 1 2 Comment : 

I t  was stated that the I N EL  was chosen as the p referred s i te for the S I S  P roject because  of 

i t s  l ow popu lat i on dens ity  and remote l ocat i on . 

The I N E L  i s  i dent i f i ed i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  as DOE ' s  p referred a l ternat i ve based 

on t he recommendat i on  of a pane l ,  as d i scussed in Sect i o n  1 . 1 . 4 .  A dec i s i on on whether to p roceed to 

construct and operate the S I S  P roject , and i t s  l ocat i on if it is to be constructed and operated , w i l l  

be conta i ned i n  a pub l i c ly ava i l a b l e  Record of Dec i s ion  ( ROD ) . A l so see the responses to comments 

2 . 1 2 . 4  and 2 . 1 2 . 5 .  

5 . 3 1 . 1 3 � : 

I t  was stated that i t  has not been shown that I daho i s  t he most econom i ca l  l ocat i on for  t he 

S I S  Pro ject . I t  was a l so stated that t he S I S  Project cou l d  be bu i l t better and more econom i ca l l y i n  

I daho than anywhere e l s e .  
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As d i scussed i n  S ect ion  1 . 1 . 4 of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  the potent i a l  l ocat i on  for 

the S I S  P roject was eva luated by a team of sc i ent i sts and eng i neers who con s i dered env i ronmenta l ,  

hea l t h ,  and safety factors as  we l l  as  project cost , schedu l e ,  soc i oeconom i c s ,  and other re l ated 

factors . DOE management , work i ng w i t h  i nformat i on prov i ded by the team , determ i ned that the I N EL  

wou l d  be  the preferred l ocat i on for the S I S  P roject . The  pub l i c l y  ava i lab l e  ROD  on t h i s E I S  w i l l  

i dent i fy whether DOE w i l l  proceed w i t h  the construct ion and operat i on of the S I S  Project and i t s  

l ocat i on i f  D O E  dec i des t o  proceed . A l so s e e  t h e  responses to comments 2 . 1 2 . 4 and 2 . 1 2 . 5 .  

5 . 3 1 . 1 4 Comment : 

I t  was quest i oned whether the cost of construct i ng the S I S  Project at the I N EL  wou ld  be l ess  

than const ruct i ng  i t  at Hanford , g i ven the l abor poo l ava i l a b l e  at Hanford . 

The F i na l  E I S ,  i n  Sect i ons  3 . 2  and 4 . 2 ,  acknow l edges the recent emp l oyment l ayoffs assoc i ated 

w i t h  p lacement of N-Reactor i n  c o l d  stand-by status and the suspen s i on of repos i tory characte r i zat ion 

stud i e s . The i dent i f icat i on of the preferred a l ternat i ve w i t h i n  the Draft E I S  was based on the 

recommendat i ons  of an i ndependent pane l ,  as d i scussed in Sect ion  1 . 1 . 4 .  The pub l i c ly ava i l a b l e  ROD on 

t h i s  E I S  w i l l  i dent i fy whether DOE w i l l  proceed w i t h  the construct ion  and operat i on of the S I S  Project 

and i t s  l ocat i on if DOE dec i des to proceed . A l so see the responses to comments  2 . 1 2 . 4  and 2 . 1 2 . 5 .  

5 . 3 1 . 1 5 Comment :  

I t  was stated that the S I S  Project wou l d  be on l y  a short d i stance from the c hanne l of the B i g  

Lost R i ver and w i t h i n  8 m i l es  o f  B i g  and L i t t l e  Lost R i ver s i nks . 

The S I S  P roject w i l l  n e i ther w i t hdraw water nor d i scharge l i q u i d  eff l uents to the B i g  and 

L i tt l e  Lost R i vers . A l l l i q u i d  eff l uents that wou ld  be d i scharged to a new Idaho Chem i ca l P rocess i ng 

P lant ( I CP P )  perco l at i on pond wou ld  be nonrad i oact i ve and nonhazardous .  

5 . 3 1 . 1 6 Comment :  

Concern was expressed that the est imated the S I S  Project costs were too h i g h .  More comp l ete 

cost data were a l so requested . I t  was stated that S I S  expend i t ures ( $ 1 b i l l i on ) are unnecessary 

becau se the proposed act i on  i s  not needed . 

DOE has determ i ned that the S I S  Project i s  a cost-effect i ve means of ensur i ng  a con t i ngent 

supp l y  of weapon-grade p l uton i um .  Add i t i ona l cost data w i l l  be deve l oped based o n  more deta i l ed 

des i gn data when ava i l ab l e .  See Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  o f  the F i na l  E I S  regard i ng  the need for the S I S  

Project . The pub l i c l y  ava i lab le  ROD on t h i s  E I S  w i l l  i dent i fy whether DOE w i l l  proceed w i t h  the 

construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  P roject and its  l ocat i on i f  DOE  dec ides to procee d .  
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5 . 3 1 . 1 7 Corrment : 

Concern was expressed that neutron - i nduced rad i oact i v i ty  i n  the S I S  bu i l d i ng wou l d  s horten the 

access i b le l i fet i me to  o n l y  a few years . 

The i nducement of rad i oact i v i ty by neutron act i vat i on i n  nonrad i oact i ve mate r i a l  i s  we l l  

understood and documented . T he p l uton i um assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  P roject i n  the form of feed , 

product , and by-product does produce spontaneous neutron em i ss i on . However , the number of neutrons 

emanat i ng from the p l uton i um wou l d  be i n suff i c i ent to i nduce s i gn i f i cant rad i oact i v i ty in the b u i l d i ng 

structure or process  equ i pment . 

5 . 3 1 . 18 Corrment :  

I t  was noted that w i t hout Spec i a l  Nuc lear  Mate r i a l  ( S NM ) accountab i l i ty methods and 

procedure s ,  quant i t i e s  of SNM cou l d  end up as "mater i a l s  unaccounted for" or  re l eased to the 

env i ronment . 

Recogn i z i ng the i mportance o f  S N M  accountab i l i ty ,  the des i gn o f  the S I S  P l uton i um P rocess i ng 

Bu i l d i ng ( PPB ) i nc l udes a Mate r i a l  and Process Contro l Laboratory ( MPCL ) and i n - l i ne process 

nondestruct i ve assay ( N DA ) g l ove boxes . Ana l yt i ca l  work requ i red by the PPB  for both process contro l  

and  nuc l ear  mate r i a l  accountab i l i ty wou l d  be  performed i n  the  MPCL . Each  process g l ove box  l i ne 

( pyrochem i ca l ,  separator systems , and aqueous s i destream ) wou l d  i nterface to the process storage vau l t  

through NDA g l ove boxes t o  prov i de on- l i ne accountab i l i ty .  A l s o ,  a l l  waste streams wou l d  undergo N DA 

to ver i fy and account for SNM i n  the S I S  waste streams . 

5 . 3 1 . 1 9 Corrment : 

Concern was expressed over the perce i ved fa i l ure to prope r l y  cons i der meteoro l og i ca l  

cond i t i ons  i n  dose/ d i spers i on ca l c u l at i ons . Spec i f i ca l l y ,  the d i scharge array i n  w i nd-speed 

measurement he i ght ( 1 0  m ) and the S I S  Fac i l i ty stack he i ght ( 36 . 6  m ) was quest i oned . 

The u s e  o f  1 0-m meteoro log i ca l  data ( i nstead o f  data from a greater he i ght ) i s  more 

conserva t i v e  ( i . e . , tends to resu l t  in h i gher ca lcu l ated doses ) , a s  i s  d i scussed in the F i n a l  E I S  i n  

Sect i on A . ! ,  

5 . 3 1 .  2 0  Corrment : 

It was requested that fo l l ow i ng the "Decorrm i ss i on i ng" sect ion  of the Draft E I S ,  a sect i on 

ent i t l ed "Ma i n ta i nab i l i ty" be i n serted . 

T he  S I S  fac i l i t i es wou l d  be ma i nta i ned i n  accordance w i t h  DOE  Order 643 0 . 1 A ,  w h i c h  was l i sted 

i n  the references i n  the F i na l E I S . I t s  predecessor Order ( 6430 . 1 ) was referenced i n  the Draft E I S . 
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6 . 1  POTENT IAL 

6 . 1 . 1  COlT1T1ent : 

6 . 0  GENERAL 

Concern was expressed that Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) wou l d  pose unreasonab l e  r i sks  to 

human hea l t h  and safety , produce psycho log i ca l  impacts , contam i nate the env i ronment , and i nc rease the 

r i sks  of nuc l ear war , sabotage , and acc i dent s . Add i t i ona l i nformat i on on transportat i on r i sks  and 

acc i dents  effects  was requested . 

The F i na l  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) d i scusses both rout i ne and acc i denta l re l eases 

and t he i r  consequences t o  the human env i ronment . The ana lyses presented i nd i cate that , even for a 

potent i a l ly severe fac i l i ty or transportat ion  acc i dent , the r i sks  are sma l l  and w i l l  not have any 

s i gn i f i cant env i ronmenta l impacts .  

P sycho log i ca l  impacts as we l l  as the r i sks of nuc l ear war are , understandab l y ,  deep ly  f e l t  

i s sues ; however ,  t hey a r e  beyond t he scope of t h e  E I S ,  wh i c h  i s  i n tended to assess t h e  e n v i ronmenta l 

consequences of the proposed construc t i on and operat i on of t he S I S  Project . 

Add i t i ona l i nformat i on on transportat i on r i sks and acc i dents has been i ncorporated i nto the 

F i na l E I S  in  Append i x  A . 3  as we l l  as the appropr i ate sect i ons  on rout i ne and acc i dent a l  consequences 

for each of the a l ternat i ve s i tes in Chapter 4 .  For i nformat i on on sabotage see the response to 

cOlT1T1ent 5 . 25 . 5 .  

6 . 1 . 2 COlT1T1ent : 

Rev i ewers made genera l statements re lat i ng to env i ronment a l  and soc i oeconom i c  impacts from the 

S I S  Project . Concern was expressed that the S I S  Project wou l d  have adve rse impact on p l ants , a n i ma l s .  

the atmosphere , tour i sm ,  agr i c u l ture , state and loca l econom i cs , groundwater , and surface wate r .  and 

cou l d  threaten wor l d  peace . I n  add i t i on , concern was expressed over the effects that acc i dents  wou l d  

have o n  t h e  env i ronment , both as a res u l t  o f  natura l phenomena ( vo l canoes , eart hquakes ,  etc . ) and 

fac i l i ty acc i dent s . Others fe l t  the i mpacts wou l d  be neg l i g i b l e .  

The F i n a l  E I S  d i scusses both rout i ne and acc i denta l re leases and t he i r  consequences to the 

human env i ronment .  The ana lyses  presented i nd i cate t hat , even for a potent i a l ly severe fac i l i ty or 

t ransportat i on acc i dent , the r i sks  are we l l  be low those that have been prev i ous ly  accepted and the S I S  

P roject wou l d  not contam i nate the env i ronment above any leve l cons i dered t o  b e  sc i ent i f i ca l ly unsafe . 

Construct i on and operat ion  of the S I S  Project are not expected to requ i re a l arge i n -m i grat i n g  

workforce for e i t her  const ruct i on or  operat ion . Most o f  t h e  const r�ct i on a n d  operat i ona l workforce 

wou l d  be emp l oyed from w i t h i n  the su rround i ng reg i ons  of each of the a l ternat i ve s i tes , and each of 

the reg i ons  has an adequate i nfrast ructure to support the expected numbe r of i n -mi grat i ng workers 

w i thout ma jor i nvestments  in new serv i ces . Each a l ternat i ve DOE s i te has been engaged i n  nuc lear 
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defense mater i a l  operat i ons  for more t han 2 0  years . I t  i s  therefore un l ike l y  that cont i nuat i on  of 

nuc l ear  defense mater i a l  operat i ons  wou l d  affect e i ther tour i sm or the  " i mage" that may be att r i buted 

to t he surround i ng  reg i ons  of these fac i l i t i e s . The construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  Pro ject 

cou l d  have a sma l l  benef i c i a l  econom i c  i mpact on the reg i on  surroun d i ng each of the s i tes . Adverse 

impacts on tour i sm wou l d  be sma l l  because a s i gn i f i cant percentage of t rave l to  Idaho is to  v i s i t 

re l at i ves and f r i ends . 

Construct i on and operat i on  of the S I S  P roject at t he Idaho Nat i ona l Eng i nee r i ng Laboratory 
( I N EL ) wou l d  not res u l t  i n  d i scharges of l i q u i d  eff l uents to surface waters . A l l  l i q u i d  eff l uents 

that wou l d  event ua l ly be d i scharged to perco lat i on ponds wou l d  be nonhazardous and nonrad i oact i ve .  

The des i gn of the S I S  fac i l i t i es , a s  ref lected i n  t h i s  F i na l  E I S ,  separates a l l  potent i a l l y  

contam i nated l i qu i d  process streams t o  further ensure t hat n o  rad i oact i ve o r  hazardous l i q u i d  wastes 

wou l d  be d i scharged . The on l y  waste generated by the S I S  P roject that wou ld  be d i sposed o f ,  and hence 

wou ld  come i nto contact w i t h  the ground , wou l d  be so l i d l ow- l eve l rad i oact ive  waste . An extreme ly 

conservat ive  scenar i o  ( see Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2 . 3  of the F i na l E I S ) for ana lyz i ng t he potent i a l  impacts  on 

groundwater from t he d i spos a l  of th i s  waste i n d i cates that potent i a l  contam i nat i on  wou l d  be we l l  be l ow 

d r i nk i ng  water  standards . 

W i t h  respect to wor l d  peace , see the responses to comments 4 . 1 3 and 4 . 1 4 regard i ng nuc l ear 

weapons and arms reduct i on . See the responses to comments i n  sect i on 5 . 1 0 regard i n g  earthquakes and 

vo lcanoes . 

6 . 1 . 3 Comment :  

Concern was ' expressed over the negat i ve env i ronmenta l impacts that both fac i l i ty and 

transportat ion  acc i dents wou l d  have on t he env i ronment , and it was asked whether the act i ons  to  be 

taken fo l l ow i ng an acc i dent wou ld  be adequate . 

The F i n a l  E I S  d i scusses  both rout i ne and acc i denta l re l eases and t he i r  consequences to the 

human env i ronment . The ana lyses presented i n d i cate that , even for a potent i a l ly severe fac i l i ty 

acc i dent , the re lease wou l d  be of i n suff i c i ent  mag n i t ude to req u i re costs for m i t i gat ion . T he 

d i scus s i on of emergency preparedness and response i n  Sect ion  4 . 6  of t he F i na l E I S  has been expanded to 

i nc l ude further d i scuss i on of respons i b i l i t i e s , procedures . t ra i n i ng , and coord i nat i on .  

See the responses to  comments 5 . 1 . 1  ( acc i dents i n  genera l ) , [5 . 1 . 45 re l evance of a T h ree M i l e  

I s land ( TMI ) and Chernobyl compa r i son] , a n d  5 . 29 . 1  ( t ransportat i on acc i dents ) .  

6 . 1 . 4 Comment : 

Genera l concern was expressed that env i ronment a l  contam i nat i on from S I S  wou l d  affect and/or 

ru i n  the reg i on ' s  atmosphere , aqu i fe r ,  and  Snake R i ve r .  

The F i na l  E I S  d i scusses both rout i ne  and acc i denta l re leases and t he i r  consequences to the 

human env i ronment . The ana lyses presented i n d i cate t hat , even fo r a potent i a l ly severe fac i l i ty or  

t ransportat ion  acc i dent , t he r i sks are we l l  be low those  that  have been prev i ou s l y  accepted and  the S I S  

Project wou ld  not contam i nate t he env i ronment above any leve l con s i dered t o  b e  s c i ent i f i ca l ly unsafe . 
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Construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  P roject at the I N EL  wou l d  not res u l t  i n  d i scha rges of 

l i qu i d  eff l uents to su rface waters . A l l l i q u i d  effl uents that wou l d  eventua l ly be d i scha rged to 

perco lat i on ponds wou l d  be nonhazardous and non rad i oact i v e .  The des i gn o f  the S I S  fac i l i t i es ,  a s  

ref lected i n  the F i na l E I S ,  separates a l l  potent i a l ly contam i nated l i qu i d  process st reams to further 

ens ure that no rad i oact i ve or hazardous l i qu i d  wastes wou ld  be d i scharged . The on ly  waste generated 

by the S I S  P roject that wou l d  be d i sposed of ons i te ,  and hence wou ld  come i nto contact w i t h  the 

groun d ,  wou l d  be so l i d l ow- leve l rad i oact i ve  waste . An extreme ly conservat i ve scena r i o  ( see Sect i on 

4 . 1 . 2 . 3 of the F i na l E I S ) for ana lyz i ng the potent i a l  impacts on groundwater from the d i sposa l of t h i s  

waste i nd i cates that potent i a l  contam i nat i on wou l d  b e  we l l  be low d r i nk i ng water standards . 

Contam i nat i on of the Snake R i ver  wou l d  not occur as a res u l t  of the S I S  Project . Refe r to responses 

to comments 5 . 1 9 . 3  and 5 . 1 2 . 1  re l at i ng to contam i nat i on of the atmosphere and aqu i fer by the S I S  

Project , respect i ve l y .  

6 . 1 . 5  Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) has po l l uted a i r  and water 

e l sewhere and caused i ncreased cancer and morta l i ty rates , and the that S I S  w i l l  do the same . 

The Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  d i scuss the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l consequences of the S I S  

Project , i nc l ud i ng the waste management pract i ces that wou l d  b e  used for S I S-generated waste . The 

ana l yses of potent i a l  env i ronmenta l impacts i nd i cate that the S I S  Project and the d i spos i t i on of i t s  

waste wou l d  not res u l t  i n  po l l ut i on o f  the a i r  or water above any leve l cons i dered sc i ent i f i ca l ly 

safe . Ana log i es to other fac i l i t i es and prob lems are not appropr i ate w i thout account i ng for the 

spec i f i c  d i fferences in the fac i l i t i es  and the waste management pract i ces that are to be emp loyed . No 

sc i ent i f i ca l ly  der i ved morta l i ty rates have been determ i ned to have occurred w i th respect to other 

fac i l i t i es .  (A l so see the response to comment 5 . 13 . 1 1 ) . 

6 . 1 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the Draft E I S  i n d i cated i t  i s  acceptab l e  to sac r i f i ce the vegetat ion  at the 

proposed S I S  const ruct i on s i t e .  

I n  the F i n a l  E I S  i n  Sect i on 4 . 1 . 6 ,  i t  i s  noted that const ruct i on of S I S  wou ld  unavo i dab ly  

impact a tot a l  of  49 . 8  acres . About 54  percent of  t he  l a nd  ha s  been prev ious l y  d i sturbed , a nd  a 

rec lamat i on p lan for d i sturbed areas outs i de the f i na l fac i l i ty boundar i es w i l l  be deve loped . The 

area has been eva l uated for rare and endangered spec i es ,  i nc l ud i ng f lora , and none was i dent i f i ed nor 

i s  the area a c r i t i ca l  hab i tat for any endangered spec i es .  The area to be impacted by S I S  i s  sma l l  i n  

re lat i on to the undeve l oped port i on of the I N E L .  

6 . 1 . 7  Comment : 

Concern was expressed over the potent i a l  impact from acc i dents and norma l operat i ons  res u l t i ng 

i n  contam i nat i on of the Snake R i ver  P la i n  aqu i fe r .  I t  was noted that the Snake R i ver f l ows i nto the 

Co l umb ia R i ve r ,  and contam i nat i on to  e i ther r i ver wou ld  be a great tragedy to the Northwest . 

Const ruct i on and operat i on of the S I S  Pro ject at the I N E L  wou ld  not resu lt i n  d i scha rges of 

l i qu i d  eff l uents to su rface waters . A l l  l i qu i d  effl uents that wou l d  eventua l l y be d i scharged to 
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perco l at i on ponds wou l d  be nonhazardous and nonrad i oact i ve .  The des i gn of the S I S  fac i l i t i es ,  as 

ref l ected in t h i s  F i n a l  E I S ,  separates a l l  potent i a l l y  contam i nated l i q u i d  process streams to further 

ensure t hat no  rad i oact i ve or hazardous l i q u i d  wastes wou l d  be d i scharged . The on l y  waste generated 

by the S I S  Project that wou l d  be d i sposed of ons i te ,  and hence wou l d  come i nto contact w i t h  the 

ground , wou l d  be so l i d l ow- l eve l radi oact i ve waste . An extreme l y  conservat i ve scenar i o  ( see Sect i on 

4 . 1 . 2 . 3  of the F i n a l  E I S ) for ana lyz i ng t he potent i a l  impacts on groundwater from t he d i sposa l of t h i s  

waste i n d i cates that potent i a l  contam i nat i on wou l d  b e  we l l  be l ow d r i nk i ng  water standards . See a l so 

the response to comment 5 . 1 2 . 1  re l at i ng to contam i nat ion  of the aqu i fer by the S I S  Pro ject . 

6 . 1 . 8  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the soc i oeconom i c  benef i t s  of S I S  wou l d  be re lat i ve ly short- l i ve d ,  

whereas t he wastes produced wou l d  pose l ong-term hazards a n d  econom i c  burdens . 

The benef i t s  of the S I S  Project i nc l ude not on l y  the benef i c i a l  econom i c  impacts that wou l d  be 

assoc i ated w i t h  the construct i on and operat i on , but a l so the f u l f i l lment of the need for the S I S  

Project , a s  i dent i f i ed i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 1  o f  both the Draft and F i n a l  E I S .  A l l wastes generated by the 

S I S  P roject wou l d  be hand l ed as part of on-go i ng  waste management act i v i t i e s  at each of the 

a l ternat i ve DOE s i tes where the S I S  Project cou l d  be l ocated . These wastes wou l d  be hand l ed i n  

accordance w i t h  state and Federa l regu l at i ons  and wou l d  not b e  long-term hazards or  econom i c  burdens . 

The hazards assoc i ated w i t h  storage of the l ow- l eve l waste from the S I S  P roject are desc r i bed i n  

Sect i on 4 o f  the F i n a l  E I S  for t he 30-year des i gn l i fe . Waste management programs a t  t he a l ternat i ve 

DOE s i tes are on go i ng  programs wh i ch  are not dependent on the l ength of a pro ject or act i v i ty  and are 

spec i f i c a l ly  d i rected at the cont i n ued management of a l l  wastes to ensure t hat t he wastes do not pose 

l ong-term hazards . 

6 . 1 . 9 Comment :  

Concern was expressed that the S I S  Project wou l d  i mpact t he qua l i ty of l i fe i n  I daho , i nc l ud i ng 

t he l oss  of person a l  we l l -be i ng and safety . 

As requ i red by the Nat i on a l  Env i ronmenta l Po l i cy Act ( N EPA ) , the E I S  d i scusses the impact of 

the S I S  Fac i l i ty  for const ruct i on ,  norma l operat i on , and severe post u l ated acc i dents . The ana lyses 

presented in Sect i on 4 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  i nd i cate that for norma l operat i on , even 

for a potent i a l l y  severe fac i l i ty  or transportat i o n  acc i dent , the r i sks are we l l  be l ow those that have 

been prev i ous l y  accepted by t he pub l i c l i v i ng in the pro x i m i ty of the I NE L , and t he S I S  Project wou l d  

n o t  s i gn i f icant l y  impact t h e  qua l i ty o f  l i fe or t h e  safety o f  I daho ' s  c i t i zens . 

6 . 1 . 1 0 Comment : 

Concern was expressed that the S I S  Project wou l d  i ncrease the amount of rad i oact i ve mate r i a l  i n  

I daho ' s  env i ronment . 

The DOE acknow l edges that sma l l  re l eases o f  rad i oact i ve mater i a l  t o  the atmosphere wou l d  occur 

from the S I S  fac i l i t y ;  however , a l l  re l eases wou l d  be we l l  be l ow a l l reg u l atory l im i t s  and wou l d not 

pose a threat to the env i ronment . 

6 . 1 -4 
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6 . 1 . 1 1 Comment : 

I t  was noted that negat i ve impacts of I N EL  operat i ons  i nc l ud i ng the S I S  Project are few 

compared to t he impacts of drunk dr i vers . 

No response requ i red . 

6 . 1 . 1 2 Comment : 

Concern was expres sed that rumors about p l uton i um-contam i nated water i n  I daho , stemm i ng from an  

acc i dent or from know l edge of accumu l at i ng waste at  t he S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  cou l d  have a devastat i ng effect 

on the marketab i l i ty of food products grown in I daho . 

The potent i a l  impacts of rumors are specu lat i ve .  I t  i s  acknow l edged that some rumors cou l d  

have econom i c  effects ,  b u t  i t  i s  un l i ke l y  t hat any such econom i c  effect wou l d  b e  s i gn i f i cant , as  

rumors wou l d  have to be  pers i sten t ,  have some measure of cred i b i l i ty ,  and  have some means  of 

ver i f i cat i on .  DOE and each of i t s  f i e l d  off i ces have personne l who are read i ly ava i l a b l e  to  ver i fy 

the accu racy of statements  and to respond to rumors . 

6 . 1 . 1 3 Comment : 

Concern was expressed that t he S I S  Project wou l d  add tox i c  gases and tox i c  waste to the 

env i ronment and that the S I S  Project wou ld  produce waste for wh i ch t here i s  no d i sposa l  s o l ut i on .  

The on l y  hazardous a i r  po l l utant , as def i ned under the C l ean A i r  Act , that wou l d  be em i t ted by 

the S I S  P roject to the env i ronment i s  rad i oact i v i ty i n  extreme l y  sma l l  qunat i t i es  w i t h i n  app l i ca b l e  

reg u l atory l im i t s . The consequences of the re l ease of rad i oact i v i ty are fu l ly assessed i n  the Draft 

E I S  and t he F i n a l  E I S .  Both the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S  a l so d i scuss d i spos i t i on o f  a l l the 

wastes t hat wou l d  be generated by the S I S  Project . As i nd i cated by the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S .  

a l l  o f  the wastes t o  be generated wou ld  be stored o r  d i sposed o f  i n  comp l i ance w i t h  cu rrent regu l atory 
requ i rements .  A l so see the response to comments i n  Sect i on 5 . 30 regard i ng more deta i l s on waste 

management/d i sposa l pract i ces . 

6 . 1-5  
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6 . 2  VERSUS BEN E F I TS 

Corrrnent : 

Rev i ewers vo i ced genera l concern that the cost or r i sks of the Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) 

Project were greater than , or not offset , by the benef i t s .  The costs or r i sks most often c i ted 

i n c l uded contam i nat i on of the env i ronment , effects on pub l i c hea l t h ,  tou r i sm ,  dr i nk i ng water , 

agr i cu l ture , the aqu i f e r ,  I daho ' s  w i l d l i f e ,  and the impact on Idaho ' s  p r i s t i ne beauty and ecosystems , 

qua l i ty of l i fe , and future I daho generat ions . The benef i ts most  often c i ted were jobs or econom i c  

benef i ts . 

The purpose of an Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) i s  to assess the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l 

consequences of the proposed act i on and i t s  reasonab l e  a l ternat ives i n  order to prov i de 

dec i s i on-makers w i t h  env i ronmenta l i nput i nto a dec i s i on as to whether or not to proceed . The E I S  

i t s e l f  does not we igh  o r  ba lance the potent i a l  costs and r i sks  aga i n st  the need t o  p roceed o r  

potent i a l  benef i t s  i n  a cost-benef i t  ana lys i s ,  but does i n d i cate those con s i de rat ions  wh i ch  are l i ke l y  

t o  be important t o  a dec i s ion ( 40  CFR 1 502 . 23 ) .  The Record o f  Dec i s ion ( ROD ) prepared as  a res u l t  of 

t h i s  Nat i ona l Env i ronmenta l  Po l i cy Act ( NEPA ) process w i l l  i dent i fy whether the U . S .  Department of 

Energy ( DOE ) w i l l  or  w i l l  not const ruct and operate the S I S  Project and , i f  i t  is to be constructed 

and operated , its l ocat i on . The ROD w i l l  i dent i fy and d i scuss  a l l  factors , i nc l ud i ng any essent i a l  

con s i derat i on of nat i ona l po l i cy ,  that were used by DOE i n  mak ing  i t s  dec i s i on .  

6 . 2- 1  
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6 . 3  USE O F  R ESOURCES 

Comment : 

I t  was stated that the government ' s  resources cou l d  be better used to address other 

env i ronmenta l ,  soc i o l og i ca l , educat i ona l ,  techno l og i ca l ,  and econom i c  needs--such as schoo l s ,  soc i a l  

p rog rams , domest i c  programs , and I daho Nat i ona l  Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I N EL ) c l eanup--and t o  decrease 

the Federa l def i c i t .  Rev i ewers a l so fe l t  that the Spec i a l  I s otope Separat i on ( S I S ) wou l d  be a 

wastefu l use of the government ' s  money , and that the government shou l d  be concent rat i ng on d i sa rmament 

t reat i e s  i n stead of bu i l d i n g  a fac i l i ty wh ich  i s  not needed . 

The purpose o f  a n  Env i ronment a l  Impact Statement ( E I S ) i s  t o  assess the potent i a l  env i ronmenta l 

consequences of the p roposed act i on and i t s reasona b l e  a l ternat i ves i n  order to prov i de 

dec i s i on-makers w i t h  env i ronment a l  i nput i nto the dec i s i on on whether or not to proceed . The use or  

app l i cat ion  of resources for  other t han the p roposed act i on and  reasona b l e  a l ternat i ves i s  not  w i t h i n  

the scope o f  a n  E I S .  The a l l ocat i on of Federa l resources i s  the respons i b i l i ty  of e l ected off i c i a l s  

and representat i ves . The need for the S I S  Project w i t h  respect to d i sarmament t reat i es and further 

negot iat ions  is addressed in response to  comment 4 . 1 4 .  

6-3/FE I S  
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6 . 4  SPEC I F I C  I N EL  CON S I DERAT I ONS  

6 . 4 . 1  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the I daho Nat i on a l  Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I N EL ) /Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on 
( S I S ) w i l l  have many reg i ona l and techn i ca l  benef i t s .  

The I N EL  has benef i tted the I daho economy , and the S I S  Pro ject i s  expected to prov i de 

benef i c i a l  impacts . A techn o logy-transfer program ex i sts  to promote the potent i a l  commerc i a l  

app l i cat i ons  o f  research a t  the I NE L . 

6 . 4 . 2  Comment :  

I t  was asked why the I N EL  does not a l l ow the commer i ca l  use of I N EL-generate d .  

Because o f  t h e  research-re lated nature o f  reactor operat i ons a t  t h e  I N EL , i t  i s  n o t  genera l ly 

feas i b l e  to use I N E L  reactors as an assured , ded i cated source for commerc i a l  power product i on .  

6 . 4 . 3  Comment : 

It was stated that the I NE L  has fa i l ed to remove nuc l ear wastes from prev i ous projects . One 

rev i ewer objected to  the S I S  Project because the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) has not removed 

temporar i ly stored waste from the I N EL  as was stated by DOE . 

Sect ion  2 . 1 . 5  o f  t h e  F i na l Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) i dent i f i es the waste that wou ld  

be generated by the S I S  Project , and Sect i on 4 . 1 . 2  d i scusses and assesses the d i spos i t i on of t h i s  

waste . Of the rad i oact i ve waste generated by the S I S  P roject , l ow- leve l waste wou l d  be d i sposed of 

ons i t e ,  hazardous and m i xed waste wou l d  be stored i n  a fac i l i ty that meets Resource Conservat i on and 

Recovery Act ( RCRA ) requ i rements ,  and transuran i c  ( TRU ) wastes wou ld  be transported to  the Waste 

I so l at i on P i l ot P lant ( W I P P ) . DOE has prev i ou s l y  announced i t s  i ntent i on to proceed w i th the 

const ruct i on and operat i on of the W I PP fac i l i ty .  N o  sc i ent i f i c  ev i dence has been prov i ded t o  DOE 

wh i c h  i nd i cates that the W I PP fac i l i ty wou ld  be unsu i tab l e ,  and DOE is st i l l  proceed i ng w i t h  its p l ans  

to make the W I PP fac i l i ty fu l ly operat i ona l for  the d i sposa l of TRU  waste , i nc l ud i ng TRU  waste 

curren t l y  stored at the I NEL . 

6 . 4 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the I N EL  i s  too dependent on Department of Defense programs , and that the 

I NEL  shou l d  seek more nongovernment a l  work i n  order to p lan for projected reduct i ons  i n  defense 

spen d i ng and in order to he l p  decrease the Federa l def i c i t .  

6 . 4-1  
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As prev i ou s l y  d i scus sed i n  response to comment 3 . 3 . 1 ,  the I N E L  s i nce i ts i ncept i on has had both 

a defense and nondefense m i xture of act i v i t i es . The extent to wh i c h  DOE s hou ld  seek more 

nongovernmenta l work for I NE L  i s  beyond t he scope of t h i s  E I S .  

6 . 4 . 5  Comment : 

I t  was stated that t he I N EL  i s  exempt from groundwater-qua l i ty regu lat i ons  because i t  i s  a 

Federa l fac i l i ty .  

DOE must meet the same standards for hazardous waste , i nc l ud i ng groundwater protect i on , a s  any 

other fac i l i ty or i ndustry under t he RCRA , as  amended . 

6 . 4 . 6  Comment : 

Concern was expressed over t he asymmetry i n  the number of personne l requ i red for techno l ogy 

transfe r ,  s i nce roug h l y  two dozen ind i v i dua l s  wou l d  t ransfer i nformat ion  from the Lawrence L i vermore 

Nat i ona l  Laboratory ( L L N L ) to  the I N E L , whereas o n ly  one i n d i v i dua l ( a  part - t i me I daho State 

Un i vers i ty professor ) wou l d  be i nvo l ved in  techno l ogy transfer from the I N E L  to t he State of I daho . 

The d i fference i n  t he number of peop l e  i nvo l ved i s  d i rect ly  att r i butab l e  to the current 

emphas i s  be ing p l aced on t he successfu l techn o l ogy transfer to support the safe and secure opera t i on 

of the project--wh i ch requ i res  a much l a rger effort than the i dent i f i cat i on of potent i a l  comme r i ca l 

s p i noffs . The techno l ogy transfer effort from t he I N E L  to reg i ona l bus i ness  and educat i ona l 

i n st i tut i ons wou l d  be imp lemented by Chambe rs of Commerce , the Idaho Assoc i at i on of Commerce and 

I ndustry ,  and other i n terested part i e s . 

6 . 4 . 7  Comment :  

I t  was asked why I N E L  contractors a re exempt from state taxes . 

Sa l es/use taxes are p a i d  on a l l  construct ion  mate r i a l s  for bu i l d i ngs and assoc i ated equ i pment 

( s uch as  S I S )  by f i xed p r i ce subcontractors . County tax assessors have been a s s i sted when v i s i t i ng 

construct i on job s i tes i n  i dent i fy i ng property w i t h i n  t he county subject to the county ' s  property 

taxes . I NE L  contractors pay a franch i se tax and/or corporate i ncome taxes . They a l so pay m i l l i ons o f  

do l lars  i n  sa les  u s e  taxes o n  procu rements of supp l i e s ,  equ i pment , renta l s ,  etc . T h e  State of I daho 

rece i ves about 8 percent of i t s  persona l  i ncome taxes from s i te emp loyees .  The I NE L  bus system pays a 

fue l exc i se tax for i t s use of t he state h i ghways . I n  add i t i on ,  the 1 0 , 000 I N E L  emp l oyees pay rea l 

property taxes , sa l es taxes , i ncome taxe s ,  and a l l  other taxes that other I daho res i dents pay . 

6 . 4-2  
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6 . 5  NON-CATEGOR I Z ED  

6 . 5 . 1  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that t he Spec i a l  I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project  w i l l  benef i t  on l y  a few 
[e . g . , m i l i tary personne l ,  I daho Nat i ona l  Eng i neer i ng Laboratory ( I N EL ) workers and deve l opers] at the 

expense of others ( e . g . , humans/en v i ronment ) . 

The purpose of the S I S  Project i s  to prov i de a cont i ngent capab i l i ty for the product i o n  of 

weapon-grade p l uton i um that wou l d  be used for nat i ona l  defense . W i t h i n  th i s  broad context , the S I S  

Project has a nat i ona l benef i t ,  rather t han the more l im i ted benef i t  a s  suggested . 

6 . 5 . 2  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that the S I S  Project con f l i cted w i t h  the fo l l ow i ng pos i t i ve images and va l ues 

that are assoc i ated w i t h  and important to Idaho : efforts to preserve the w i l derness and env i ronment ; 

efforts to attract permanent bus i ness  to Idaho ; efforts to promote I daho ' s  image , tour i sm ,  and peace ; 

efforts to exerc i se re l i g i ous va l ues ; and effort s to ma i nta i n  one ' s  good hea l t h .  

The I NEL  and the conduct of both defense- and nondefense-re l ated act i v i t i es have been a part of 

t he State of Idaho for more t han 35 years . The I N EL , wh i c h  i s  des i gnated a Nat i ona l Research Park , 

has prov i ded extens i ve i nformat i on on t he eco l ogy of the Snake R i ver P l a i n  and a l so prov i des an  

und i sturbed refuge for w i l d l i fe ,  bot h  of wh i c h  are d i rect ly assoc i ated w i t h  Idaho ' s  image . By 

emp l oy i ng mo re t han 1 0 , 000 persons , the I N EL  has  a l so substant i a l ly cont r i buted to the economy of 

Idaho , i nc l ud i ng the tour i sm and recreat i on i ndust r i es .  There is l i t t l e  factua l bas ; to e i ther 

assume or conc l ude that the S I S  Project w i l l  detract or a l ter the va l ues and percept i ons  of  Idaho that 

the I NEL  has he l ped to s hape . 

6 . 5 . 3  Comment : 

I t  was noted t hat the Draft Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S )  imp l i ed that the l and and 

peop l e  of I daho are expendab l e .  

The E I S  assesses the env i ronmenta l consequences of construct i ng  and operat i ng t he S I S  Project  

a l ternat i ve l y  at the I NE L ,  t he Hanford S i te , and the Savannah R i ver P l ant . The l ower popu l at i o n  doses 

att r i butab l e  to  the sma l ler  popu lat i on surround i ng t he I N EL i s  not i ntended to i mp ly  that peo p l e  i n  

I daho are better a b l e  t o  w i thstand rad i at i on ,  but rather t o  i dent i fy t hat fewer persons wou l d  be at 

r i sk .  The i dent i f i cat i on of the I N EL  as the preferred a l ternat i ve was based on the recommendat i on s  of  

a team prov i d i ng an i ndependent techn i ca l  eva l uat i on of product i on and/or reactor f ue l  process i ng 

s i tes , as d i scussed i n  Sect i on 1 . 1 . 4 of the F i na l  E I S .  After the i s s uance of the F i na l E I S ,  but no 

sooner than 30 days after i s suance , the U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) w i l l  pub l i sh a pub l i c ly 

ava i l a b l e  Record of Dec i s i on ( ROD ) on t h i s  E I S  process that w i l l  i dent i fy whether i t  w i l l  proceed to 

con st ruct and operate the S I S  Project , and , if so,  where . 
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6 . 5 . 4  Comment : 

I t  was noted that DOE i s  not respon s i ve to Freedom of I nformat ion  Act requests  on i tems of 

concern . 

DOE a lways responds to  Freedom o f  I nformat ion  requests and makes every effort t o  d o  s o  i n  a 

t ime l y  fash ion . The i nformat ion  requested i s  prov i ded , un less  the requested i nformat ion  i s  ( or  

conta i n s ) c l ass i f ied  i n format ion  or i s  i n  a Pre l i m i nary or  Draft stage ( termed Predec i s iona l )  wh i c h  

does n o t  represent an approved department pos i t i on . R e l ease of c lass i f i ed i nformat i on cou ld  res u l t  i n  

a t hreat to  t h e  nat i ona l secur i ty of t h e  U n i ted States and i s  un lawfu l .  

6 . 5 . 5  Comment : 

Rev i ewers stated that t he S I S  Project wou l d  negat i ve l y  impact c h i ldren and future generat i ons 

because of p l uton i um waste ' s  l ong ha l f- l i fe .  Many c i ted the need for respons i b l e ,  unse l f i s h  dec i s i ons 

wh i c h  w i l l  p revent e i t her d i rect harm or i rrevers i b l e  jeopardy to the env i ronmenta l l egacy of future 

genera t i o n s .  

The F i n a l  E I S  d i scusses both rout i ne  and acc i denta l re leases and the i r  consequences to the 

human env i ronment . The ana lyses p resented i n d i cate that , even for a potent i a l ly severe fac i l i ty or 

transportat i on acc i dent , the r i sk s  are we l l  be l ow those that have been prev i o u s l y  accepted and the S I S  

Project  wou l d  not contam i nate the env i ronment t o  any leve l con s i dered sc i ent i f i ca l ly unsafe . See the 

responses to  comments 2 . 1 2 . 4  and 2 . 1 2 . 5  regard i ng a pub l i c ly ava i l ab le  ROD on t h i s  E I S .  

6 . 5 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was stated that the pub l i c l acks the r i ght to sue anyon e ,  based upon l ega l exper i ences 

fo l l ow i ng the Three M i l e I s land acc i dent . 

There are severa l bases for re l i ef for i n ju r i es stemm i ng from a nuc l ear  i nc i dent , i n c l ud i ng the 

P r i ce-Anderson Act , Federa l Tort C la ims Act , Comprehens i ve Env i ronment a l  Respon se Compensat ion  and 

L i ab i l i ty  Act , and state worke r ' s  compensat ion  l aws . See the responses to comments 3 . 6 . 2  and 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 5 for more i n format ion . 

6 . 5 . 7  Comment : 

I t  was stated that DOE has i nd i cated that env i ronmenta l prob lems are the Env i ronmenta l 

Protect ion  Agency ' s  ( E PA ' s ) prob l ems . 

Ne i ther the Draft E I S  nor any other DOE document has i nd i cated that env i ronmenta l prob lems are 

those of the EPA . The EPA i s  the Federa l agency w i t h  l ega l jur i sd i ct i on over env i ronmenta l matters . 

By v i rtue of such l aws as the Resource Conservat i on and Recovery Act , Comprehens i ve Env i ronmenta l 

Response Compensat i on and L i ab i l i ty Act , C l ean A i r  Act , C l ean Water Act , Safe Dr i nk i ng Water Act , and 

others , the EPA i s  charged w i t h  mon i to r i ng and enforc i ng env i ronmenta l requ i rements  aga i n s t  pr i vate 

part i e s  and other Federa l agenc i e s . DOE ' s  env i ronmenta l prob l ems are i t s  own respons i b i l i ty ,  but DOE 

6 . 5-2  

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:



coord i nates w i t h  the EPA as we l l  as w i t h  state env i ronment a l  agenc i e s  on how best to meet t hose 

respons i b i l i t i es . DOE accepts respons i b i l i ty to des ign and operate i t s  fac i l i t ies  w i t h  m i n imum 

env i ronmenta l  impacts and to avo i d  env i ronment a l  prob l ems . 

6 . 5 . 8  Corrrnent : 

I t  was stated that DOE has no standard i zed reactor des i gn , const ruc t i on methods ,  or mater i a l s ,  

and that t h i s  can l ead t o  i ncreased safety hazards i n  operat ion , h i gher costs  for construc t i on and 

ma i n tenanc e ,  and uncerta i nty regard i ng spare parts to  keep the reactors on- l i ne . 

The S I S  i s  not a reactor . The S I S  process i nvo l ves the  phys i ca l  separat i on of p l uton i um 

i sotopes , u s i ng l aser techn o l ogy . Standard i zat ion  of DOE reactors i s  beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S . 

6 . 5 . 9  Comment :  

I t  was requested that the F i n a l  E I S  c lar i fy whether the i sotop i c  percentages i n  Tab l e  2-4 are 

by we i ght or  act i v i ty and that the F i n a l  E I S  i l l u strate the l ower re lat i ve i ndex of harm of a c l eansed 

S I S  product versus the usua l weapon-grade mater i a l  hand l ed by c i v i l i a n  and m i l i tary personn e l . 

The S I S  product wou ld  have t h e  same i sotop i c  spec i f i cat i ons as current l y  produced weapon-grade 

p l uton i um ;  therefore , a re lat i ve i ndex of harm wou l d  not demonstrate e i ther an i n crease or decrease i n  

potent i a l  exposures . 

6 . 5 . 1 0 Comment :  

I t  was stated that a " Sca lar  poten t i a l  i nterferometry techno l ogy" ( Sca lar  phys i c s ) makes S I S  

techn o logy obso l ete and has s i gn i f i cant future benef i t s  a s  we l l .  

The DOE i s  unaware of "Sca lar  poten t i a l  i nterferometry tec hno l ogy , "  as desc r i bed i n  the 

comment . Therefore , a compa r i son of th i s  techn o l ogy w i t h  that of laser i sotope separat ion  techno l ogy 

i s  not poss i b l e .  

6 . 5 . 1 1 Comment : 

Some fe l t  that concerns over the r i sks  assoc i ated w i t h  the operat ion  of the S I S  P ro ject wou l d  

b e  so great that rev i ewers and others w i l l  l eave I daho i f  t h e  S I S  Fac i l i ty i s  bu i l t .  

T h e  I NE L  has been i n  operat ion  s i nce 1949 and has a l ong h i story of safe ly  operat i ng  defense

and nondefense-re l ated fac i l i t i e s . The S I S  Project wou l d  account for o n l y  a sma l l  port i on of the 

s i te ' s  current act i v i t i es .  As assessed in the F i n a l  E I S ,  the r i sks assoc i ated w i t h  the S I S  P roject 

wou l d  be ext reme l y  sma l l .  The S I S  P ro ject w i l l  be des i gned , bu i l t ,  and operated i n  a manner to  

protect the hea l th and safety of the pUb l i c .  
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6 . 5 . 1 2 Comment :  

I t  was reported that pet i t i ons  conta i n i ng  the names of 8 , 00 1  peop l e  who are aga i nst  the  S I S  

Project  w i l l  b e  subm i tted a t  a l ater date . 

The n umber of pet i t i on  s i gnatures subm i tted to t he DOE and t he res u l tant d i s t r i but i on are 

conta i ned in the response to  comment 1 . 1 .  

6 . 5 . 1 3 Comment : 

I t  was stated that there i s  no p l ace for t he S I S  Project i n  DOE ' s  "comprehens i ve and ba l anced 

nat i on a l  energy p l an" ( p l an i dent i f i ed i n  the U . S .  Government Manua l ,  1986/1987 ) .  

DOE ' s  nat i ona l energy p lan  dea l s  w i t h  sources of energy ( such as coa l ,  o i l ,  natura l gas , nuc l e 

ar  power , conservat i on ) a n d  estab l i shes po l i c i es and strateg i e s  regard i ng  deve lopment of these sources 

of energy . The purpose of the S I S  Project i s  to produce weapon-grade p l uton i um from fue l -grade p l uto

n i um .  The S I S  Project i s  not cons i dered a n  energy source . 
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7 . 1  COlTlTlent : 

7 . 0  WR I TTEN  S UBM I TTED AT DRAFT E I S  PUBL I C  HEAR I NGS 

It was asked where transuran i c  ( TRU ) waste wou ld  be stored , what the method of d i sposa l for TRU 

waste wou l d  be , i f  nuc l ear waste was stored at Rocky F lats , what t he effect s of c l osure of the Spec i a l  

I sotope Separat i on ( S I S ) Project wou l d  b e  on Idaho Fa l l s ,  and why the S I S  process was se l ected over 

b l end i n g .  

S I S -generated TRU waste i s  schedu l ed to be tempora r i l y  staged at t he I daho Nat i ona l Eng i neer i ng 

Laboratory ( I N EL ) Rad i oac t i ve Waste Management Comp lex ( RWMC )  for a short per i od of t ime p r i o r  to  

s h i pment to  t he Waste I s o l at i on P i l ot P l ant ( W I PP ) Fac i l i t y  in  New Mex ico . A deta i l ed descr i pt i on of 

t he W I P P  fac i l i ty i s  prov i ded in the F i na l  Env i ronmenta l Impact Statement ( E I S ) for the W I P P  

( DOE/ E I S-0026 ) , as referenced i n  t he Draft E I S  and t he F i na l E I S .  I f  the W I PP fac i l i t y  i s  

unava i l ab l e ,  TRU waste generated by the S I S  Project w i l l  be temporar i ly stored at the RWMC i n  

accordance w i th current pract i ce , unt i l  a s u i tab le  repos i tory i s  i n  serv i c e .  See the response to  

comment 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

Rocky F l at s  P lant ( RFP ) does not ma i nta i n  TRU waste storage fac i l i t i e s ;  rathe r ,  h i s tor i ca l ly 

i t s  TRU waste has been packaged and s h i pped to t he I N EL  ( RWMC ) for temporary storage . Once the W I PP 

fac i l i ty  i s  operat iona l ,  RFP w i l l  s h i p  TRU waste d i rec t l y  to t h i s  repos i tory .  A l s o ,  TRU waste that 

has been rec e i ved from Rocky F l ats and is cu rrent ly stored at the I N EL  w i l l  eventua l ly be s h i pped to 

the W I P P  i n  New Mex i c o .  I n  November 1988 , t he Governor o f  t h e  State o f  I daho p laced a n  embargo on 

further s h i pments  f rom the RFP unt i l  progress on the open ing  of W I P P  i s  ach i eved . The DOE i s  work i ng 

w i t h  the Governors and t he Congress to comp lete key m i l estones wh i ch  wou ld  a l l ow the W I P P  ver i f i cat i on 

tests  to beg i n .  

The proposed workforce ( Sect i on 4 . 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l E I S ) a t  the S I S  Fac i l i ty 

wou l d  compr i se o n l y  a sma l l  percentage of the cu rrent tota l I N EL personne l ;  thus , the impact of a 

poten t i a l  c l osure on the commun i ty at large wou ld  be expected to be l ow .  A reduct i on of force at the 

S I S  Project wou ld  proba b l y  occur over a l ength of t ime t hat wou l d  tend to l essen the impact ( i . e . , 

personne l cou l d  be p l aced i n  other jobs at the I N EL , or f i nd work e l sewhere i n  the commun i ty ) . I t  i s  

not l i ke ly  that the ent i re S I S  workforce wou ld  be re leased at one t ime . 

The process se lected for the S I S  Project i s  referred to as the Atom i c  Vapor Laser I sotope 

Separat i on ( AVL I S ) techn i que . Th i s  method has been se l ected because t here i s  a need to c reate a 

re l i ab l e ,  nonreactor capab i l i ty for the product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um to support our nat i on a l  

defense goa l s .  The S I S  was not se lected over b lend i ng ;  b l end i ng may or may not con t i nue i rrespec t i ve 

of S I S  dep l oyment . B l end i ng i s  a met hod for prov i d i ng weapon-grade p l uton i um i n  wh i ch  p l uton i um of 

h i gher-than-weapon-grade pu r i ty must be produced by a reactor to b lend w i t h  f ue l -grade p l uton i um ;  

t he refore , i t  i s  reactor-dependent and does not fu l f i l l  the need descr i bed i n  Sect ion  1 o f  the Draft 

E I S  and the F i na l  E I S .  

7 . 2  Comment : 

I t  was asked who wou l d  make t he f i n a l  dec i s i on on wh i c h  a l ternat i ve i n  t he Draft E I S  i s  chosen 

and what t h i s  dec i s i on wou ld  be based on . 
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The U . S .  Department of Energy ( DOE ) , i n  accordance w i t h  the Counc i l  on E n v i ronment a l  Qua l i ty ' s  

( CEQ ' s ) regu l at i ons , i s  respon s i b l e  for the f i na l  dec i s i on wh i ch  w i l l  be documented i n  a Record of 

Dec i s i on ( ROD ) . The ROD is a conc i s e  pub l i c record wh ich  w i l l  state what the dec i s i on i s ,  i dent ify  

a l l  a l ternat i ves  cons i dered i n  reach i ng the  dec i s i on ,  ver i fy that a l l  prac t i ca l  means have been 

adopted to avo i d  or m i n i m i ze env i ronment a l  harm from the a lternat i ve s e l ected have been adopted , and 

i dent i fy and d i scuss  re l evant factors i nc l ud i ng  the agency ' s  statutory m i ss i on and any essent i a l  

cons i derat i ons  o f  nat i ona l po l i cy wh i ch were ba lanced b y  the DOE i n  mak i ng i t s  dec i s i on ( 40  CFR 

1 505 . 2 ) . 

The dec i s i on-mak i ng  procedure i s  des i gned to ensure that the po l i c i es and purposes of the 

Nat i on a l  Env i ronment a l  Po l icy Act ( NEPA)  are met .  These i nc l ude requ i r i ng  that re levant env i ronmenta l 

document s , comments ,  and responses be part of the record i n  forma l ru l emak i ng  or adjud i catory 

proceed i ngs ; requ i r i ng that re l evant env i ronment a l  document s , comments , and responses accompany the 

propos a l  through ex i st i ng agency rev i ew processes  so that agency off i c i a l s  use the statement i n  mak i ng 

dec i s i on s ; and requ i r i ng that the a l terna t i ves  con s i dered by the dec i s i on-maker be encompassed by the 

range of a lternat i ves d i scussed i n  the re levant env i ronmenta l document s ;  and that the dec i s i on-maker 

con s i der the a l ternat i ves  descr i bed i n  the E I S .  These dec i s i on-mak i ng procedures are de l i neated i n  40  

CFR  1505 . 1 .  DOE , as  the dec i s i on-maker i n  the S I S  NEPA  process ,  w i l l  make i t s  f i n a l  dec i s i on i n  

accordance w i th the  procedures i dent i f ied abov e .  

7 . 3 Comment : 

I t  was asked what the DOE sees as the l ong-range outcome of the cont i nued deve l opment of 

nuc l ear  weapons .  

A d i scuss i on of the l ong-range outcome of the con t i nued deve l opment of nuc l ear weapons  i s  

beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S . 

7 . 4  Comment :  

I t  was asked i f  the S I S  E I S  had con s i dered the consequences of the W I PP not b e i ng approved for 

permanent d i spo s a l  of TRU wastes .  

DOE has rec e i ved no ev i dence nor has i t  been made aware of any sc i ent i f i c  study wh i ch  negates 

the con t i nued p l ann i ng to emp lace TRU waste in the W I PP . However , i n  the un l i k e l y  event that the W I PP 

performance assessment i n d i cates the W I PP to be unsu i ta b l e  for the d i sposa l of TRU was t e ,  DOE wou l d  

undertake stud i e s  a n d  eva l uat i ons to determ i ne acceptab l e  a lternat i ves . Assessments of a l ternat i ves 

to the W I PP as  part of the S I S  P ro ject are not con s i dered approp r i ate in t h i s  E I S ,  as the DOE wou l d  be 

faced w i t h  a genera l i ssue regard i ng d i sposa l of TRU waste from severa l sources , of wh i ch TRU waste 

generated by S I S  wou l d  be on l y  a sma l l  part . The W I PP and i t s '  a l ternat i ves have been and wou l d  

cont i nue to be t h e  subject of a separate NEPA rev i ew .  See the response  to comment 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  for 

add i t i ona l d i scuss i on on the ava i lab i l i ty of W I P P . 

7 . 5  Comment :  

Concern was expressed that on l y  3 of the 29 peop l e  who are l i s ted as contr i butors and rev i ewers 

were profess i ona l ly cert i f i ed ,  espec i a l l y  hea l th phys i c i st s .  
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A broad range of expert i se i n  many d i fferent f i e l ds was obta i ned to arr i ve at a comp l ete , 

qua l i ty document .  Th i s  expert i se comes from peop l e  who are respected for t he i r  expert i se and/or the i r  

cert i f i cat i ons . As i de from the profess i ona l s  l i sted i n  t he Draft E I S ,  many other cont r i butors and 

rev i ewers to  m i nor and major port i ons  of the document were not l i sted . The NEPA regu lat i ons ( 40 CFR 

1 502 . 1 7 ) requ i re that a l i st  of the persons p r ima r i l y  respons i b le for prepa r i ng the E I S  or s i gn i f i cant 

background papers , a l ong w i t h  t he i r  qua l i f i cat i ons ( expert i se ,  expe r i ence , or profess i on a l  

d i sc i p l i nes ) , be i nc l uded i n  t h e  E I S .  The l i st  shou l d  not norma l ly exceed two pages . A l t hough DOE 

has l i s ted on l y  the p r i nc i pa l p reparers and rev i ewers , many of those not l i sted are profess i ona l ,  

exper i enced peop l e ,  i nc l ud i ng severa l w i t h  hea l th  phys ics  cert i f i cat i ons . 

7 . 6  Comment : 

I t  was asked t hat the E I S  cons ider  an S I S  acc i dent scena r i o  i nvo l v i ng a sp i l l  of rad i oact i ve 

l i qu i d s . 

The S I S  Fac i l i ty w i l l  be des i gned w i th two key safety con s i derat i ons  i n  m i nd re l at i ve to sp i l l s 

i nvo l v i ng rad i oac t i ve and/or hazardous f l u i ds .  The f i rst  cons i derat ion  i s  prevent i on .  Many of the 

p i p i ng and conta i nment systems for the fac i l i ty w i l l  be doub l e -wa l l ed .  The systems w i l l  be eng i neered 

to prov i de a h i gh  marg i n  of safety . Extens ive  f i e l d  i ns pect i on and test i ng dur i ng construct i on and 

startup w i l l  a l so he l p  ensure the i ntegr i ty of the system . 

The second cons i derat i on i s  conta i nment of l i q u i ds i n  the un l i ke ly event of a sp i l l .  A l l  

port i ons  o f  the S I S  Fac i l i ty that house vesse l s ,  p i p i ng ,  o r  other p rocess equ i pment wou l d  be des i gned 

to conta i n  sp i l l s .  Conc rete wa l l s and s l oped conc rete f loors wou l d  be used to form catch po i nts . 

Systems w i l l  be i n strumented to cont i nuou s l y  mon i tor for l eakage . I f  a l eak i s  detected , automat i c  

shutdown o f  a system wou ld  occur to  m i n i m i ze the vo l ume o f  the l eak . 

I n  genera l ,  a l l  process or hand l i ng systems conta i n ing rad i oact i ve and/or hazardous l i q u i ds are 

w i t h i n  t he enc losed and conta i ned she l l  of t he S I S  Fac i l i ty .  On ly  waste t ransfer l i nes to  the I daho 

Chem i c a l  Process i ng P l ant ( I CP P )  wou l d  extend beyond t he S I S  Fac i l i t y .  These l i nes wou l d  be 

doub le-wa l l ed and con t i nuous l y  mon i tored for l eaks , as prev i ou s l y  desc r i bed . Overa l l ,  the c hances of 

a l i qu i d  l eak to  the env i ronment are very sma l l .  For any i n c i dent i nvo l v i ng s p i l l s of  rad i oact i ve 

and/or haza rdous mater i a l s ,  the impacts to the pub l i c wou l d  be bounded by the acc ident a n l ays i s  as 

presented in the E I S .  

7 . 7  Comment : 

Concern was expressed over the generat i on and d i sposa l of wastes assoc iated w i t h  the S I S  

Project . 

The pr imary goa l of the DOE Defense Waste Management P l an ( DWMP ) i s  to safe l y  and permanent l y  

d i spose of defense-generated was tes . The overa l l  program goa l i s  to permanent ly and safe ly d i spose of 

a l l  stored and new l y  generated waste , on an on-go i ng bas i s  ( i . e . , m i n i m i z i ng storage t ime ) . I t  i s  

p lanned t o  d i spose of S I S-generated waste on an on-go i ng bas i s .  Another key aspect of the DWMP i s  

waste m i n i m i zat i on .  Reduc i ng waste generat i on w i l l  improve the overa l l safety marg i n  and ease of 

d i sposa l .  Add i t i ona l ly ,  new DOE Order 5820 . 2  out l i nes goa l s  for waste management wh i c h  w i l l  be met by 

the S I S  des i gn .  
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Safe hand l i n g ,  storage , and d i sposa l of wastes mean these act i v i t i e s  are performed i n  a manner 

that does not cause s i gn i f i cant impact to peop l e  or the env i ronment . The a im of the DOE i s  to protect 

the water , a i r ,  so i l ,  p l ants , an ima l s ,  and peop l e  from adverse effects assoc i ated w i t h  

defense-generated wastes . I nformat i on perta i n i ng to safe waste transportat i on and safety ana lys i s  of 

post u l ated transportat i on acc i dents is l ocated in Sect i ons  4 . 1 . 1 . 3 ,  4 . 1 . 2 . 2  through 4 . 1 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 . 3 . 3 ,  

and Append i x  A of the E I S . 

7 . 8  Comment : 

I t  was stated that by-product mater i a l  wou l d  not be stored ons i te i n  the stand-a l one vau l t  

forever ; eventua l ly ,  i t  must b e  used a t  I NEL  o r  e l sewhere , or  dec l ared waste and s h i pped t o  a 

permanent waste d i sposa l  fac i l i ty .  I t  was a l so stated that the F i na l  E I S  shou l d  address the 

t ransportat i on r i sk s  of mov i ng th i s  mater i a l  offs i te to the var i ous poss i b l e  term i n i .  

By-product mater i a l  wou l d  be stored i n  a Stand-A l one Storage Vau l t  unt i l  DOE determ i nes the 

u l t imate use and/or d i sposa l of t he mater i a l . The by-product conta i n s  i sotopes that are a potent i a l  

resource for other m i s s i ons . I n  the event that no m i s s i on i n vo l v i ng the by-product i s  proposed and/or 

approved , the by-product wou l d  be packaged and transported to the W I P P  in New Mex i co as  waste .  

The transportat i on r i sks  assoc i ated w i t h  the transport o f  by-product t o  the W I P P  are i n c l uded 

in the F i n a l  E I S  ( e . g . ,  Sect i ons 4 . 1 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 . 3 . 3 ,  and A . 3 ) . 

7 . 9  Comment : 

I t  was asked where the conf i dence l im i t s  and sens i t i v i ty ana lys i s  for RADTRAN I I I  were 

pub l i shed . A l so ques t i oned was whether the DOE wou l d  comm i t  to us i ng Nuc l ear Regu l atory Comm i ss i on 

NRC ) -cert i f i ed Type B con ta i ners for s h i pp i ng feed , product , by-product , and waste mater i a l s .  I t  was 

asked whether t he DOE wou ld  comm i t  to us i ng safe secure transport ( SSTs ) for a l l  feed and product 

sh i pments  for the l i fet ime of the S I S  Projec t .  A l so requested was a reference that wou ld  support 

Neuhauser comments on SST d r i vers stopp i ng four- f i fths l ess  often than other dr i vers . 

RADTRAN was or i g i n a l l y  dev e l oped t o  support the ana l yses  i n  N UREG- 0 1 7 0 .  The code has been 

mod i f i ed and ref i ned cons i derab ly  s i nce that t ime , and was the source code for the I nternat i ona l 

Atom i c  Energy Agency ' s  I N TERTRAN code ( See the fo l l ow i ng l i s ted References ) . S i nce RADTRAN I I I  

( Madsen et a l . ,  1986 i n  t he E I S ) was f i rst  i s sued , add i t i ona l ref i n ements  have been mad e .  Th i s  was 

the code used for the E I S  ana lys i s ,  and it is ava i l ab l e  free of charge to a l l pub l i c  users on the 

TRANSNET system ( see " F i n a l  E I S  on the Transportat i on of Rad i oact i ve Mate r i a l  by A i r  and Other Modes , "  

References ) . The code has been used to perform numerous r i sk ana l yses fo r the DOE ' s  Off i ce  of 

C i v i l i an  Rad i oact i ve Waste Management and Off i ce  of Defense Programs , for the U . S .  Department of 

Tran sportat i on ( DOT ) , for the Government Account i ng Off i ce ( GAO ) , and for other Federa l and p r i vate 

users . The s i ng l e  greatest " l i m i tat i on"  fac i ng users of RADTRAN or any code of t h i s  type i s  a 

scarc i ty of stat i st i ca l  data for certa i n  i nput parameters . Th i s  d i ff i c u l ty can be overcome by u s i ng 

conservat i ve est imates of these parameters ( i . e . , v a l ues that tend to max i m i ze the r i sk ) . The 

res u l t i ng r i sk s  tend to be overest imates ( see the fo l lowi ng l i sted References ) , but are appropr i ate 

for use as bound i ng e st imates i n  env i ronmenta l documents .  I n  t h i s  context , use of con f i dence l im i t s  

as a measure o f  uncerta i nty wou l d  b e  i nappropr i ate . See Reference ( Chapter 1 1 ,  Uncerta i n t ies  i n  

Assessment Mode l s ) for a d i scuss ion  o f  the l im i tat i ons o f  parameter uncerta i nty ana lys i s .  

7 . 0-4 

Response:

Response:



An exten s i ve ana l ys i s  of the sen s i t i v i ty of RADTRAN r i sk ca lcu lat i ons  to var i at i ons i n  

pa rameters was performed i n  1 986 ( see References ) for a samp le  t ruck-transport cas e .  The parameters 

t hat had the greatest effect on t he i nc i dent-free r i sk ca l cu lat i ons  for t ruck t ransport were found to 

be , in order of importance : exposure d i stance wh i l e stopped ; TI va l ue ;  packages per s h i pment ; 

s h i pments  per year ;  KO 
( a factor that accounts for t he shape of the package ) ; d i stance t rave l ed ;  

number o f  persons exposed wh i l e stopped ; stop t ime ; s h i pments  per year ;  d i stance f rom source t o  c rew ; 

and number of c rew members . A l l  of t hese are e i ther determ i n i s t i c  ( i . e . , have known , f i xed va l ues for 

the p rob l em be i ng ana lyzed ) or  can be appropr i ate ly  bounded by a conservat i ve assumpt i on .  The 

acc i dent r i sk ca lcu lat i on was sens i t i ve to  va l ues for re lease f ract ion  and for probab i l i ty of 

occurrence of acc i dent-sever i ty categor i e s ;  it was re lat i ve ly i nsens i t i ve to changes in acc i dent rate 

or  frac t i ons  of t rave l i n  urban and suburban popu lat i on-dens i ty zones . Consequent ly , where data are 

not ava i l ab l e ,  conservat i ve assumpt i ons regard i ng package re lease frac t i ons  and acc i dent -sever i ty 

category probab i l i t i es are used , as descr i bed i n  Append i x  A of the F i n a l  E I S .  

Cert i f i ed o r  approved Type B s h i pp i ng conta i ners wou l d  be used for the t ransport o f  feed , 

produc t ,  and by-product to and f rom the S I S  P roject ; the TRUPACT I I  w i l l  be used for the s h i pment of 

TRU waste ( i n  drums ) and potent i a l ly by-product ( i n  Type B conta i ners ) to  the W I P P . Extens i ve test i ng 

of the Type B conta i ne r  present l y  i n  use by DOE ( the mode l 1 5 18  6M ) i s  des c r i bed i n  references that 

have been added to the F i na l  E I S .  The i nner and outer conta i ners of each Type B conta i ner  are 

i nd i v i dua l ly l eak-tested dur i ng fab r i cat ion , and must be i n spected p r i o r  to each s h i pment . 

The TRUPACT I I  for t ransport of TRU waste to the W I P P  i s  cu rrent ly undergo i ng NRC cert i f i cat ion  

tests . Rega rd less  of whether t he present TRUPACT I I  des i gn passes t h i s  ser i es of tests  or w i l l  

requ i re mod i f i cat i on ,  t he end res u l t  w i l l  be that waste w i l l  be t ransported to the W I P P  i n  cert i f i ed 

conta i ners that have passed the NRC cert i f i cat i on tests .  

The bas i s  for the Neuhauser comment that SST d r i vers stop four-f i fths  l ess  often t han regu lar 

d r i vers i s  from actua l operat i on a l  req u i rements for SST s h i pments . I t  shou l d  be noted t hat t h i s  d i d  

not have a s i gn i f i cant effect o n  the acc i dent r i sk ca l cu lat ion . The Reference prov i ded for t h i s  

assumpt i on was a personne l commun i cat i on w i t h  an i nd i v i dua l know ledgeab le  about SST requ i rement s . The 

s pec i f i c  requ i rements a re c l ass i f i ed .  

Refe rences :  

Neuhauser ,  K .  S .  and P .  C .  Rea rdon , "A Demonstrat ion  Sens i t i v i ty Ana lys i s  for RADTRAN I I I , "  

SAND85-1 001 , Sand ia  Nat i ona l Laborator i es , A l buquerque , NM , October 1986 . 

E r i csson , A .  M .  and M .  E l e rt ,  " I NTERTRAN : A System for AsseSS i ng t he Impact f rom Transport i ng 

Rad i oact i ve Mater i a l , "  IAEA-TECDOC-287 , I n ternat i ona l Atom i c  Energy Agency , V i enna , Aus t r i a ,  1 983 . 

T i l l ,  J .  E .  and H .  R .  Meye r ,  Eds . , "Rad i o log i ca l Assessment , "  NUREG/CR-3332 ,  ORNL-5968 , Nuc lear 

Regu latory Comm i ss i on ,  Wash i ngton , DC ,  September 1983 . 

Cas hwe l l ,  J .  W . , "TRANS NET -- On l i ne Transportat ion  R i sk  Ana lys i s  for Pub l i c Use , "  

SAND88-0568 0 ,  Sand i a  Nat i ona l  Laborator i e s ,  A l buquerque , NM , March 1988 . 

McWh i rter ,  M . , R .  O .  Brooks , O .  M .  Stomp , and L .  A .  D i l l i ngham ,  " F i n a l  Report on Spec i a l  Tests 

of  P l uton i um Ox i de S h i pp i ng Conta i ners to FAA F l i ght Recorder S urv i vab i l i ty Standa rds , "  SAND75-D44 6 ,  

Sand i a  Nat i on a l  Laborator i es , A l buquerque , NM ,  September 1975 . 
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Bonzon , L .  L . ,  "F i n a l  Report on Spec i a l  Impact Tests of P l uton i um S h i pp i ng Conta i ners , 

Desc r i pt i ons  of Test Resu l t s , "  SAND76-0477 ,  Sand i a  Nat i ona l Laborator i es ,  A l buquerque , NM , February 

1977  . 

7 . 1 0 Comment : 

I t  was asked whether RADTRAN I I I  was run w i th s i te-spec i f ic l arge t ruck acc i dent rate data . I t  

was further quest i oned whether popu l at ion  zones ment i oned i n  the Draft E I S  were based so l e ly o n  the 

1980 census data or  if  t hey ref l ected popu l at ion  growths  desc r i bed e l sewhere in  t he Draft E I S .  A 

request was made t o  i n c l ude how and by what factors the SSTs reduce re lease fract i on s  from 

NUREG- 0 1 7 0 . I t  was suggested t hat t he re l ease fract i on s  were taken from Mode l 2 i n s tead of Mode l 

and , i f  so , that an exp l anat ion  be prov i ded . Last l y ,  a request was made to i nc l ude t he costs of 

transportat i on w i t h  t he E I S ,  i nc l ud i ng i nfrastructure upgrade , add i t i on a l  ma i ntenance , emergency 

response t ra i n i ng ,  and c l eanup costs in the event of an acc i dent . 

The acc i dent rates used i n  t he Draft E I S  and t he F i na l  E I S  are f rom DOT data for the ent i re 

commerc i a l  s h i pp i ng i ndustry ( i . e . ,  acc i dent s on i n terstate h i ghways i nvo l v i ng  at l east one commerc i a l  

t ractor-tra i l er  regard l e s s  o f  pay l oad ) and are based o n  m i l l i ons  o f  tota l veh i c l e-k i l ometers of 

trave l .  Ava i l a b l e  unc lass i f i ed acc i dent/ i nc i dent data for rad i oact i v e  mater i a l s  s h i pments i nd i cate ,  

for examp l e ,  t hat for t he l l -year per i od from 1 9 7 1  t o  1982 , a s i ng l e  s h i pment conta i n i ng p l uton i um 239 
( and uran i um i sotopes ) was i nv o l ved in a h i ghway acc i dent ( see References ) . Twenty-f i ve other 

s h i pments  in  Type B packag i ngs were a l so i nv o l ved i n  t ruck or ra i l  acc i dents  in  t h i s  per i od ,  but none 

carr i ed p l uton i um .  I n  t he p l uton i um case , a Type B truck cask was i nv o l ved i n  a ro l l over acc i dent . 

There was no re l ease of rad i oact i ve mate r i a l  i n  any of these acc i dent s . Acc i dent rates der i ved from 

t h i s  i nformat i on shou l d  not be used ; t he stat i s t i ca l  s i gn i f i cance wou l d  be quest i onab l e  because t he 

tota l truck-k i l ometers i nv o l ved are re l at i ve l y  sma l l  and because few acc i dents ( none w i t h  re l eases ) 

occurred . Data for s i te-spec i f i c  and c l ass i f i ed s h i pments suffer f rom s im i l ar  stat i st i c a l  

l im i t at i ons . F o r  t h i s  reason , genera l -commerce data were used i n stead of nuc l ear i ndustry s h i pments 

for the acc i dent rate in the F i na l  E I S .  

The ca l c u l ated popu lat i on zones are based o n  the 1980 census and do not ref l ect growth 

d i scus sed e l sewhere i n  t he Draft E I S  and t he F i na l  E I S .  There i s  a 1 986 update wh i ch has not yet 

become ava i l ab l e .  

The bas i s  for t he re l ease fract i ons  used i n  the transportat i on r i sk ana lys i s  i s  d i scussed i n  

Append i x  A of t he F i na l  E I S .  For t ransport of feed , product , and by-product , the re l ease fract ion  

va l ues used  represent a Type B/SST  s h i pment conf i gurat i on rather t han a s i ng l e  packag i ng or transport  

veh i c l e .  The Type B cont r i but i on was based on re l ease fract i on va l ues i n  NUREG- 0 1 7 0  for a p l uton i um 

t ransport conta i ner  ( NRC , 1977b  i n  Draft E I S ,  Append i x  A ) . These va l ues are der i ved ma i n ly  from t he 

references , w h i c h  desc r i be a ser i es of exper imenta l overtests  ( i . e . , tests  t hat exceed the Type B 

performance standards ) of a Type B conta i ne r .  The S S T  cont r i but i on was taken from the C l ass i f i ed 

Safety Ana lys i s  Report for t he SST ( Reference SNL , 1976  i n  Draft E I S ,  Appen d i x  A ) . 

Mode l I I  i n  Tab l e  5-8 f rom NUREG-0170  ( Reference NRC , 1977b  i n  Draft E I S ,  Append i x  A ) was used 

as t he source of re l ease fract ion  data for Type B conta i ners . No " mod i f i cat i on"  of these re l ease 

fract ions  was made . The c a l c u l at i on for the Draft E I S ,  wh i c h  is exp l a i ned i n  deta i l  in Append i x  A,  

Sect i on A . 3 ,  used t he Type B re l ease fract i ons as  part of the ca l cu l at i on ,  and took i nto account t he 

add i t i on a l  p rotect i on prov i ded by the SST . Thu s ,  the overa l l  s h i pment conf i g urat i on q u i t e  reasonab ly  

has  re l ease f ract i ons  d i fferent from those for  a Type B conta i ner  a l one . 
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The actua l cos t , and number of SST s h i pments  are c lass i f i ed ; howeve r ,  i t  can be stated that the 

number of s h i pments  wou l d  be on l y  a sma l l  fract ion  of the p l uton i um s h i pments  i dent i f i ed in NUREG-0 1 7 0  

( see t h e  fo l l ow i ng l i sted References ) a n d  wou l d  thus not requ i re i nfrastructure , ma i ntenance , o r  

upgrade costs f o r  roads . Emergency response t ra i n ing has been , and w i l l  cont i nue to be , prov i ded by 

t he DOE A l buquerque Operat i ons Off ice  upon request , as exemp l i f i ed by recent tra i n i ng  conducted i n  the 

State of I daho on TRU waste transport . C l eanup costs in  the event of a severe transportat i on acc i dent 

are not expected to exceed t hose i dent i f i ed in NUREG-0 1 70 . 

References :  

McWh i rter ,  M . , R .  o .  Brooks , J .  M .  Stomp , and L .  A .  D i l l ingham , " F i na l  Report on Spec i a l  Tests 

of P l uton i um O x i de S h i pp i ng Conta i ners to FAA F l i ght Recorder Surv i vab i l i ty Standards , "  SAND75-0446 , 

Sand i a  Nat i ona l Laborator i e s , A l buquerque , NM ,  September 1975 . 

Bonzon , L .  L . ,  "F i na l  Report on Spec i a l  Impact Tests  of P l uton i um S h i pp i ng Conta i ners , 

Descr i pt i on of Test Resu l t s , "  SAND76-0437 ,  Sand i a  Nat i ona l Laborator i e s , A l buquerque , N M , February 

1977  . 

U . S .  Nuc l ear Regu latory Commi s s i on ,  " F i na l E nv i ronmenta l Impact Statement on the Transportat i on 

of Rad i oact i ve Mater i a l  By A i r  and Other Modes , "  NUREG- 1 0 7 0 ,  Off ice  of Standards Deve l opment ,  

Was h i ngton , DC , December 1977 . 

7 . 1 1 COl111lent : 

I t  was quest i oned as to what l ega l autho r i ty DOE used to determ i ne  that the i s sue of "need" i s  

beyond the scope o f  t he F i n a l  E I S  for the project . 

DOE does not assert t hat the need for the project i s  beyond the scope of the E I S .  As requ i red 

by t he reg u l at i ons  of  the CEQ ( 40 CFR 1502 . 13 ) , the statement of need " . . .  s ha l l  b r i e f l y  spec i fy the 

under l y i ng purpose and need to wh i c h  the agency is  respond i ng in  propos i ng  the a l ternat i ves i n c l ud i ng 

the proposed act i on . "  CEQ cOl111lents  on t h i s  sect i on of the regu l at i on at the t ime of i t s  adopt i on 

i n d i cate that t h i s  b r i ef statement shou ld  norma l ly be made i n  one page or less . See 43 Fed . Reg . 55 , 

983 ( Nov . 29 , 1978 ) . Chapter 1 of the F i na l  E I S  addresses the under l y i ng purpose and need for the S I S  

Project . The need for defense mater i a l s ,  i . e . , weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  i s ,  however ,  beyond the scope 

of t h i s  E I S .  

7 . 1 2 Corrrnent : 

I t  was asked i f  the feedstock for t he S I S  P roject wou l d  i nc l ude Fast F l ux Test Fac i l i ty ( FFTF ) 

fue l and p l uton i um from Zero Power P l uton i um Reactor ( ZPPR ) ; i f  so , where cou ld  i t  be c hem i ca l ly 

separated , how much i t  wou l d  cost , and how much t h i s  wou l d  add to the cost of p l uton i um from the S I S  

P roject . 

Current l y ,  the po l i cy of DOE i s  not to use p l uton i um from the ZPPR c r i t i ca l  fac i l i ty as S I S  

feedstoc k .  The E I S  states i n  the Foreword that a n  add i t i ona l poten t i a l  source o f  fue l -grade p l uton i um 

i s  the DOE-owned p l uton i um w i t h i n  the FFTF fue l . DOE i s  assess i ng a l ternat i ves for dec ladd i ng t h i s  

fue l and subsequent fue l process i ng . A d i scuss ion  o f  costs for process i ng the FFTF fue l and the 

subsequent added cost for p l uton i um from the S I S  Fac i l i ty is  beyond the scope of t h i s  proposed NEPA 
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act ion . A determ i nat i o n  of whether FFTF fue l wou l d  be used as feedstock for the S I S  Fac i l i ty i s  not a 

necessary prerequ i s i te to the  dec i s ion  to bu i l d the S I S  Fac i l i t y .  See t h e  response to  corrment 2 . 1 3 . 1 1  

for add i t i ona l d i scus s i ons  on proces s i ng FFTF fue l . 

7 . 1 3 Corrment : 

I t  was stated that t he E I S  safety ana lys i s  assumes that the Pu-240 content of the  feedstock i s  

18 . 5  percent , wh i c h ,  i t  i s  assumed , i s  a n  upper l im i t .  I t  was asked i f  DOE contemp l ated us i ng any 

reactor-grade p l uton i um as feedstock in the  S I S  Projec t ,  and if so, why the Draft E I S  d i d  not cover 

reactor-grade p l uton i um .  A l so requested was i nformat i on  on t he amount of reactor-grade p l ut on i um i n  

the DOE p l uton i um i nventory . 

A l t hough not stat ed , i t  i s  assumed t hat reactor-grade p l uton i um as  referred to by t h e  corrmentor 

is the  p l uton i um mate r i a l  from corrmerc i a l  l i ght water reactors ( LWRs ) . DOE does not contemp late  u s i ng 

corrmerc i a l  LWR reactor-grade p l uton i um i n  t he S I S  Project . As stated i n  the Foreword , the  DOE 

fue l -grade p l uton i um that wou l d  be processed by the S I S  Project wou l d  cons i s t  ent i re ly of DOE-owned 

p l uton i um that i s  not der i ved from corrmerc i a l  reactor spent fue l .  The term "reactor-grade" has been 

used in the past to  refer to  certa i n  DOE-owned mater i a l s  w i t h  Pu-240 mas s  fract ion  h i gher t han 18 

percent . Sma l l  amounts of t h i s  mater i a l  w i l l  be processed i n  t he S I S  Fac i l i ty and have been refe rred 

to in the E I S  by the mo re genera l term "fue l -grade . "  The actua l quant i ty of such mater i a l  i s  

c l ass i f i ed .  

7 . 1 4 Corrment : 

I t  was requested that the rat i o  of the cost of weapon-grade p l uton i um from b l end i ng to that 

from S I S ,  as we l l  as  any unc l a s s i f i ed econom i c  data on S I S  cost and any ana l yses  compa r i ng S I S  to  

b l end ing , be p rov i ded . 

The S I S  Project  represents a cost-effect i ve means of meet i ng future req u i rements  for 

weapon-grade p l uton i um compa red to reactor-based produc t i on . A cost ana lys i s  between a l ternat i ves 

i nc l ud i ng b lend ing  is beyond t he scope of t h i s  E I S .  For purposes of comp l y i ng w i t h  N E PA ,  the var i ous 

mer i ts and drawbacks of the a l ternat i ves  in a monetary cost/benef i t  ana lys i s  are s ubord i nated to the 

important qua l i tat i ve env i ronmenta l character i zat i on s  and assessments conta i ned in  the F i n a l  E I S .  

S I S-processed p l uton i um i s  projected to be l es s  cost l y  t han t he product ion  of weapon-grade p l uton i um 

by b l end ing  of reactor-produced 3 percent Pu-240 w i t h  ex i st i ng fue l -grade p l uton i um .  S I S  Project i s  

compa rab l e  i n  un i t  cost t o  the i ncrement a l  cost assoc i ated w i t h  b l end i ng on l y ,  not tak i ng i nto  account 

the cost of product i on of t he 3 percent Pu-240 mater i a l  from a reactor . The fu l ly a l l ocated costs of 

b l ended p l uton i um are h i gher t han t he costs of  weapon-grade p l uton i um from S I S . Un i t  costs  of spec i a l  

nuc l ear mater i a l  ( SNM ) ,  i ncud ing  weapon-grade p l uton i um are c l ass i f i e d .  B lend ing , a s  stated i n  the 

E I S ,  does not const i tute a reactor- i ndependent a l ternat i ve nor does it  prov ide the needed cont i ngency 

capa b i  1 i t y .  

7 . 1 5 Corrment : 

I t  was requested that a desc r i pt i on be g i ven of any unc lass i f i ed resu l t s  perta i n i ng to the cost 

and t ime t hat wou l d  be requ i red to upgrade the Lawrence L i vermore Nat iona l  Laboratory ( L L NL ) fac i l i ty 

to a product i on fac i l i ty i f  a nat i ona l emergency were t o  a r i se . 
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The S I S  demon strat ion  fac i l i t i es a t  L L N L  are des i gned to demon strate t he AVL I S  t echno l ogy and 

systems capab i l i t i es .  See the  response t o  comment 5 . 2 . 1 3 for i nformat ion  on the  unsu i t ab i l i ty of 

u s i ng the LLNL  fac i l i ty for product i on .  Costs and t ime requ i red for a nat i on a l  emergency m i ss i on 

wou l d  l i ke l y  be s i gn i f i cant but not contro l l i ng ,  s i nce the fac i l i ty i s  p lanned and des i gned for 

research and dev e l opment app l i cat ions  on l y .  

7 . 1 6 Comment : 

I t  was asked what t he most recent est i mate i s  of the s i ze of the DOE fue l -grade p l uton i um 

stockp i l e wh i ch , i n  the recent past , has been unc lass i f i ed .  

A l though the quant i t i es of fue l -grade p l uton i um i n  the DOE stockp i l e were re l eased i n  the past , 

t he quant i ty of fue l -grade p l uton i um i n  the current DOE stockp i l e i s  present l y  c l ass i f i ed i n  

accordance w i t h  ex i st i ng gu i de l i nes . 

7 . 1 7 Comment : 

I t  was requested t hat a copy of a l l  correspondence between NUS Corporat ion  and ODE regard i ng 

the S I S  E I S  ( i nc l ud i ng a l l  drafts of the E I S  prov i ded DOE ) be prov i ded to NRDC . 

The proper veh i c l e  for mak i ng a request for the above i nformat ion  i s  t hrough t he Freedom of 

I n format i on Act ( FO IA ) . Under the N E PA regu lat i ons (40 CFR 1 506 . 6 ) , the E I S ,  pub l i c comment s , and 

other documents are made ava i l ab le to  the pub l i c  pursuant to  the prov i s i ons of  t he FO I A .  I t  i s  noted 

however , that some c lasses of communc i at i ons are exempted from d i sc l osure . For examp l e ,  a FO I A  

request for a l l  drafts of t h e  Draft E I S  was den i ed b y  letter of May 1 3 ,  1 988 . Exemp t i on 5 prov i des 

that an agency may exempt from pub l i c  d i sc l osure " i nteragency or i nt ra-agency memoranda or l etters 

wh i c h  wou l d  not be ava i l ab le  by l aw to a party i n  l i t i gat i on w i th the agency . "  Exempt i on 5 

i ncorporates the de l i berat i ve process p r i v i l ege wh i ch  protects adv i ce ,  recommendat i ons , and op i n i ons 

that are predec i s i ona l and part of the dec i s i onmak i ng process of the agency . In app l y i ng Exempt i on 5 

a d i st i nct i on i s  made between predec i s i ona l memoranda , and post-dec i s i ona l  memoranda that set forth 

the reasons for an agency dec i s i on that has a l ready been made . Predec i s i ona l  memoranda are exempt 

from d i sc l osure , wh i l e post-dec i s i on a l  memoranda must be d i sc l osed . 

7 . 1 8 Comment : 

A request was made for the prec i se def i n i t i ons of "cont i ngency , "  " f l ex i b i l i ty , "  and 

"redundanc y . " 

See the response to comment 4 . 7 . 1 .  

7 . 1 9 Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  the l aser current ly be i ng deve l oped for use at the LLNL  S I S  prototype fac i l i ty 
[the Eng i neer i ng Demonstrat i on System ( EDS ) ]  wou l d  be the same s i ze and power as the l aser proposed 

for the S I S  Fac i l i ty in I daho . 
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The copper un i t s  be i ng dev e l oped and tested at LLNL  w i l l  be of the same s i ze and power as those 

req u i red for the S I S  P roject . The outputs of many copper vapor l asers are comb i ned to pump the dye 

l asers t hat prov i de t he tunab l e  l i ght requ i red for the S I S  proces s .  The LLNL  fac i l i ty w i l l  b e  capab l e  

o f  de l i ver i ng approx i mat e l y  one-quarter o f  t h e  tota l l aser output power requ i red f o r  t he S I S  Project . 

Th i s  i s  commens urate w i t h  the one separator  l i ne be i ng i n s ta l l ed at LLNL  as compared to four l i nes i n  

the S I S  Project . 

7 . 2 0 Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  the S I S  Fac i l i ty wou l d  be used to " c l eanup" weapon-grade p l uton i um conta i ned i n  

ex i st i ng  warheads a s  was proposed by DOE i n  the E I S  s cop i ng hea r i ngs and , i f  so , why such a m i s s i on 

was not d i scussed i n  t he Draft E I S .  I t  was a l so asked why t h i s  m i s s i on  was abandoned , i f  that i s  the 

case . 

As s tated i n  the Draft and the F i na l  E I S ,  the S I S  P roject wou l d  be used to process fue l -grade 

p l uton i um to p roduce weapon-grade p l uton i um .  A l t hough t he S I S  may have the capab i l i ty of c l ean i ng  up 

p l uton i um from ex i s t i ng  warheads , t h i s  m i s s i on has not been forma l ly eva l uated , proposed , or accepted , 

or abandoned by DOE . Any such p ropos a l  wou l d  be fu l ly subject  to t he necessary techn i ca l , safet y ,  and 

e n v i ronment a l  eva l uat i ons  and the req u i rements of NEPA . 

7 . 2 1 Comment : 

I t  was asked t hat an exp l anat i on be prov i ded of what i s  meant by " Sov i et breakout" as descr i bed 

i n  DOE l i terature perta i n i ng  to  the proposed S I S  Fac i l i ty .  

A "breakout" refers to act i ons  on the part of t he Sov iets  to i nc rease nuc l ear weapons mater i a l  

p roduct i on o r  dep l oyment i n  excess o f  current t reaty l im i tat i on s ,  such as  the abrogat i on o f  the 1972  

ant i ba l l i s t i c  m i s s i l e t reaty by  dep loy ing  a w i despread ant i m i s s i l e system . 

7 . 2 2 Comment : 

I t  was requested t hat a l l  pos s i b l e  scena r i os i n  w h i c h  t he Un i ted States wou l d  need weapon -grade 

p l uton i um for "cont i ngency , redundancy ,  and f l ex i b i l i ty" as stated in Sect i on 1 . 1  of t he Draft E I S  be 

prov i ded . 

Chapter 1 of the Draft and the F i na l  E I S  addresses the unde r l y i ng  purpose and need to wh i ch DOE 

i s  respond i ng  in propos i ng t he S I S  Project . The need for cont i ngency ,  redundancy , and f l ex i b i l i ty i s  

demonstrated i n  Sec t i on 1 . 1 . 1 .  Spec u l a t ion  on  a l l  poss i b l e  scenar i o s  requ i r i ng weapon-grade p l uton i um 

i s  beyond t he scope of t h i s  E I S . 

7 . 23 Comment : 

I t  was requested that an exp l anat i on  of the term "surge capac i ty" and how the S I S  Fac i l i ty 

wou l d  prov i de t h i s  "surge capac i ty" be prov i ded . 
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"Surge capac i ty" i s  def i ned as the ab i l i ty to enhance capab i l i ty or prov i de add i t i ona l 

produc t i on capac i ty i n  a re lat i ve l y  short per i od of t ime . The S I S  P ro ject p rov i des  a base w h i c h  cou l d  

b e  expanded i n  approx imate ly  2 to  3 years . 

7 . 24 Coment : 

I t  was asked i f  t he DOE had ana l yzed the imp l i cat i ons  of START on the need for the S I S  

Fac i l i ty .  I f  so , the conc l us i ons o f  that ana lys i s  and c i rcumstances that wou l d  support t he 

cons truct i on of the S I S  Fac i l i ty i f  START were negot i ated were requested . 

Wh i l e successfu l  Strateg i c  Arms Reduct i on Treaty ( START ) negot i at i ons  have the potent i a l  for 

s i gn i f i cant mutua l reduct i ons  in nuc l ear weapons s tockp i l es of  the Un i ted States and USSR , the 

successfu l negot i at i on of  a START t reaty and its impacts  on weapon mater i a l  p roduc t i on are 

s pecu l at i ve ,  and t herefore , beyond t he scope of t h i s  E I S . 

7 . 2 5  Coment : 

I t  was asked i f  DOE-owned fue l -grade p l uton i um produced i n  Br i t i s h  reactors  wou l d  be p rocessed 

at the S I S  Fac i l i t y .  

I t  i s  the po l i cy of DOE not to process t h i s  mate r i a l  for use i n  weapons and , t herefore , t here 

are no p lans  to p rocess any fue l -grade p l uton i um p roduced i n  Br i t i sh reactors t hrough the S I S  

Fac i l i ty .  

7 . 2 6 Coment : 

I t  was asked i f  t he Sov i et s  a re deve lop i ng an S I S  Fac i l i ty .  

Specu lat i on concern i ng any potent i a l  Sov i et capab i l i ty i n  the l aser i sotope separat ion  f i e ld i s  

beyond the scope o f  t h i s  E I S . 

7 . 2 7 Coment : 

I t  was asked how many hours the S I S  prototype Fac i l i ty wou l d  operate ( successfu l ly ) before 

cons truct i on of the S I S  Fac i l i ty beg i n s .  

The P lant Performance Ver i f i cat ion  Ser i es tests are a sequence of separat i on demonstrat i ons  of  

the i ntegrated p lant sca l e  separat ion , l aser system, and p l uton i um process i ng systems . These tests  

must  be successfu l ly performed before fac i l i ty construct i on ( not i nc l ud i ng s i te p reparat i on ) can 

beg i n .  The test ser i es w i l l  i n c l ude co l d  ( not us i ng rad i onuc l i des ) tes t i ng ,  i n i t i a l  separat i on 

test i n g ,  s i ng le  i sotope separat ion  demonstrat i ons , and mu l t i - i sotope demonstrat i ons . As part of the 

ent i re ser i e s ,  t he i ntegrat i on of t he chem i ca l  process i ng systems to prepare feed and recover p roduct 

and by-product w i l l  a l so be demonstrated . These tests are sched u l ed to  beg i n  in 1 9 B9 and are to  be 
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comp l eted one year l ater . The p l uton i um test fac i l i ty w i l l  not run cont i nuous ly  for that ent i re 

per i od .  W i th the except i on of unsched u l ed events , such as a power outag e ,  the l aser demonstrat ion  

fac i l i ty i s  p l anned t o  operate cont i n uous l y .  The l aser fac i l i ty h a s  regu l a r l y  operated around t he 

c l ock for severa l years . The i nd i v i dual  p l uton i um separat ion  runs w i l l  range from tens to hundreds of 

hours , con s i stent w i t h  and representat i ve of the p l anned batch operat i ng scena r i o  of the p l ant . 

7 . 28 Comment : 

I t  was requested that DOE l i st  a l l  poss i b l e  fo l l ow-on m i s s i ons  for t he S I S  Fac i l i ty after i t s  

current ly  def i ned m i ss i on ( i . e . , to  convert DOE-owned fue l -grade p l uton i um to weapon-grade p l uton i um ) 
wou l d  be comp l eted . 

I n  add i t i on to t he current ly  def i ned m i ss i on addressed i n  the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S ,  i t  

i s  ant i c i pated that the f l ex i b i l i ty and capab i l i ty o f  the S I S  Fac i l i ty cou l d  prov i de support for other 

m i s s i ons . Sect i on 1 . 1 . 2  of the F i na l  E I S  i n c l udes a br i ef d i scuss i on of other potent i a l  m i s s i ons . 

L i st i ng a l l  poss i b l e  m i s s i ons  i n  the absence of deta i l ed t echn i ca l , safety , and env i ronment a l  

eva l uat i ons  wh i ch have n o t  been performed wou l d  b e  specu l at i ve as t o  t he i r  feas i b i l i ty ,  and t hey 

t herefore have not been add ressed . 

7 . 29 Comment : 

I t  was requested that the i n i t i a l  date be prov i ded for when DOE f i rst  proposed to Congress that 

fund i ng be made ava i l a b l e  for a program to research and deve l op l aser i sotope separat i on techno l ogy 

for p l uton i um i sotope separat i on .  The just i f i cat i on for t h i s  process was a l so requested . 

I n  F i sca l  Year 1980 , Congress ,  on i t s  own i n i t i at i ve and based on hea r i ng test imony,  i nc l uded 

$5  m i l l i on in t he DOE budget for the S I S  Project . Accord i ng to  the House Report 96- 1 6 2 ,  the House 

Commi ttee on Armed Serv i ces " heard test i mony wh i ch  strong ly  i nd i cates that certa i n  techn i ques of a 

c l ass i f i ed nature can be devel oped to the p i l ot p l ant  stage w i t h i n  a per i od of approx i mate l y  f i ve 

years . "  As a resu l t , the $5 m i l l i on was i nc l uded i n  the F i sca l Year 1980 autho r i zat i on b i l l  ( HR 2603 ) 

and l ater appropr i ated ( HR 438 ) . I n  the F i sca l Year 1981  budget request , DOE forma l l y  requested 

$3 . 8 1 5  m i l l i on .  

7 . 30 Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  DOE wou l d  lack "cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i t y ,  and redundancy" i n  i t s  sources of 

weapon -grade p l uton i um i f  t he S I S  Fac i l i ty were not bu i l t .  

Yes . As i dent i f i ed i n  Tab l e  S - l  of the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E l S ,  the "no act i on"  

a l t ernat i ve i s  def i ned as not construct i ng and  operat i ng the S I S  Pro ject . The DOE comp lex wou l d  

cont i nue to  prov i de  p l uton i um b u t  wou l d  n o t  prov i de t h e  needed redundancy , techno l og i c a l  d i vers i ty ,  

and f l ex i b i l i ty .  

7 . 3 1  Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  DOE i s  con s i de r i ng the use of t he ICPP  (w i t h  poss i b l e  mod i f i cat i on s )  to dec l ad 

spent fue l from the FFTF at Hanford for subsequent process i ng at the S I S  Fac i l i ty .  
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No . The I CPP i s  u sed to recover ( separate ) h i gh ly enr i ched uran i um ,  but does not have the capab i l i ty to recover p l uton i um from spent fue l s .  DOE i s  prepa r i ng N EPA documentat i on assess i ng the feas i b i l i ty and assoc i ated env i ronmenta l impacts of dec ladd i ng FFTF fue l ,  i nc l ud i ng a l ternat i ves  to process the fue l in P l uton i um Uran i um Extract ion  ( PUREX ) at Hanford , in the fue l reprocess i ng  canyons at Savannah R i ver P lant ( SRP ) , or  in a commerc i a l  fac i l i ty ,  but not at I CPP . See the response to comment 2 . 1 3 . 1 1 for add i t i ona l i nformat i on on proces s i ng FFTF fue l .  

7 . 3 2  � : 

I t  was noted that DOE i s  cons i de r i n g  an NRC- l i censed fac i l i ty to dec lad FFTF spent fue l ( Draft E I S ,  p .  1 -3 ) , and it was requested that the name of that fac i l i ty be made ava i lab l e  as we l l  as  any other methods DOE has con s i dered for dec ladd i ng  FFTF spent fue l .  

The NRC- l i censed fac i l i ty that i s  be i ng  con s i dered as  a NEPA a l ternat i ve for dec ladd i ng FFTF fue l i s  Rockwe l l ' s Hot Ce l l  Comp l ex at Santa Susanna , CA ; howeve r ,  t h i s  i s  not current l y  the DOE preferred a l ternat i ve .  See the response to comment 7 . 3 1  for i nformat i on on other opt ions  that were cons i dered . 

7 . 33 Comment :  

I t  was requested that a f i gure for the percentage of construct i on funds that wou l d  be spent i n  I daho for the S I S  Pro j ect b e  stated . 

I t  i s  est imated , based on past construct i on exper i ence , that approx imate l y  60  to 70 percent o f  the S I S  construct i on funds wou l d  be spent i n  I daho i f  the dec i s i on i s  made to construct a n d  operate the S I S  at I NEL . Of th i s ,  the exact percentage wou l d  depend upon the resu l t s  of the compet i t i ve b i dd i ng process . DOE has an aggres s i ve program to make I NEL  construct ion  packages b i ddab l e  by l oca l subcontractors ; howeve r ,  out-of-state subcontractors may a l so subm i t  b i ds . 

I t  i s  est i mated that the construct i on payro l l  bas e ,  i nc l ud i ng labor costs of subt i er subcontractors , wou l d  compr i se approx imate ly 45 to 50 percent of the construct i on costs , and wou l d  be pa i d  to emp l oyees work i ng at the I NEL  and res i d i n g  in I daho . 

7 . 34 Comment :  

I t  was asked i f  the so-ca l led "weapon return" m i s s i on for the S I S  Project has been abandoned , and i f  so , why . 

See the response to comment 7 . 20 .  

7 . 3 5  Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  the E I S  had con s i dered a worst-case-scenar i o  acc i dent under the N EPA regu lat i ons  as amended , and i f  not , why not . 
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No. The ICPP is used to recover (separate) highly enriched uranium, but does not have thecapability to recover plutonium from spent fuels. DOE is preparing NEPA documentation assessing thefeasibility and associated environmental impacts of decladding FFTF fuel, including alternatives toprocess the fuel in Plutonium Uranium Extraction (PUREX) at Hanford, in the fuel reprocessing canyonsat Savannah River Plant (SRP), or in a commercial facility, but not at ICPP. See the response tocomment 2.13.11 for additional information on processing FFTF fuel.

7.32 Consent:

It was noted that DOE is considering an NRC-licensed facility to declad FFTF spent fuel (DraftEIS, p. 1-3), and it was requested that the name of that facility be made available as well as anyother methods DOE has considered for decladding FFTF spent fuel.

Response:

The NRC-licensed facility that is being considered as a NEPA alternative for decladding FFTFfuel is Rockwell's Hot Cell Complex at Santa Susanna, CA; however, this is not currently the DOEpreferred alternative. See the response to comment 7.31 for information on other options that wereconsidered.

It was requested that a figure for the percentage of construction funds that would be spent inIdaho for the SIS Project be stated.

Response:

It is estimated, based on past construction experience, that approximately 60 to 70 percent ofthe SIS construction funds would be spent in Idaho if the decision is made to construct and operatethe SIS at INEL. Of this, the exact percentage would depend upon the results of the competitivebidding process. DOE has an aggressive program to make INEL construction packages biddable by localsubcontractors; however, out-of-state subcontractors may also submit bids.

It is estimated that the construction payroll base, including labor costs of subtiersubcontractors, would comprise approximately 45 to 50 percent of the construction costs, and would bepaid to employees working at the INEL and residing in Idaho.

It was asked if the so-called "weapon return" mission for the SIS Project has been abandoned,and if so, why.

Respons Ue the response to comment 7.20.

7.35 Comment:

 It was asked if the EIS had considered a worst-case-scenario accident under the NEPAregulations as amended, and if not, why not.



The severe fac i l i ty acc i dent presented i n  the E I S  i s  con s i dered to be a reasona b l y  foreseeab le  

acc i dent meet i ng the cr i te r i a  set forth i n  CEQ regu lat i ons  for  imp l ement i ng the  procedura l prov i s i ons  

of  N E PA , as  amended ( 40  CFR 1 502 . 22 ) . A s  stated i n  the Draft E I S  and  the  F i n a l  E I S ,  for  the  

postu lated severe acc i dent to occu r ,  f i ve cond i t i ons  are  assumed , i nc l ud i ng the  fa i l ure to  take any 

m i t i gat i on act i ons  i mmed i ate l y  fo l low i ng the acc i dent . The severe acc i dent has an est imated 

probab i l i ty of occurrence of l e s s  than 1 x 1 0- 6  
per year ( note : est i mated probab i l i t i es of the  

occurrence of acc i dents have been presented i n  the F i na l  E I�  to  br i ng i nto perspec t i ve the remote 

chances of occurrence ) . Based on the cond i t i ons  wh i ch  must occur to obta i n  the postu l ated re l eases 

and the extreme l y  l ow est i mated probab i l i ty of occurrenc e ,  the severe acc i dent more than adequate ly 

sat i sf i es the c r i ter i on of an extreme l y  low-probab i l i ty  acc i dent as conta i ned i n  40 CFR 1 502 . 2 2 .  

Whi l e  other potent i a l  acc i dent scena r i os can be post u l ated , i t  i s  not b e l i eved that a n  acc i dent , wh i c h  

i s  based on "cred i b l e  sc i ent i f ic ev i dence" as  a l so requ i red b y  40 CFR 1 502 . 2 2 ,  c a n  b e  postu l ated t hat 

wou l d  res u l t  in h i gher consequences . 

I n  add i t i o n  to con s i de r i ng a severe acc i dent assoc i ated exc l u s i v e l y  w i th the S I S  Fac i l i ty ,  and 

in response to  concerns that a l l  s i gn i f i cant acc i dents be con s i dered in the E I S , a d i scuss i on of a l ow 

probab i l i ty acc i dent occur r i ng s imu l taneous ly at I daho Chem i c a l  Process i ng  P lant has a l so been 

i n c l uded in Sec t i on 4 . 1 . 4 of the F i na l  E I S .  

7 . 36 �: 

I t  was  asked i f  operat i on of the S I S  P roject wou l d  res u l t  i n  the l os s  of jobs  at other DOE 

fac i l i t i es ( i n  Oh i o ,  South Caro l i na ) as a res u l t  of the curta i lment of b l en d i ng , and i f  so , how many 

jobs . 

The S I S  P roject  prov i des  a u n i que capab i l i ty  t o  DOE ' s  Defense  Program and does not dup l i cate 

m i s s i ons  at other s i tes . As def i ned and d i scussed in the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  in Sect i on 2 . 4 ,  

"no act i on" and a l l  of the "bu i l d" a l ternat i ves i nc l ude the cont i nuat i on  of b l end i ng ,  and therefore 

the S I S  P ro ject i s  i n  add i t i on to , rather than in rep lacement of , t h i s  pract i c e .  Jobs at other s i tes 

wou l d  therefore not be lost due to the imp l ementat i on  of the S I S  Project . 

7 . 37 �: 

I t  was  asked i f  a c lass i f i ed append i x  on "need" wou ld  be i s sued , and  i f  not , why  not . 

A d i scuss i on  of the need and under l y i ng purpose for wh ich  DOE i s  propos i ng the S I S  P ro j ect i s  

presented i n  Sec t i on 1 . 1 . 1  of the Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S ,  i n  accordance w i t h  CEQ regu lat i on s  ( 40 

CFR 1 502 . 13 ) . D i scus s i on of the need for spec i f ic quant i t i es of p l uton i um is out s i de the scope of 

t h i s  E I S .  The S I S  Project is not be i ng proposed to meet an i dent i f i ed req u i rement for weapon-grade 

p l uton i um ,  but rather i s  be i ng proposed to  prov i de a prudent level  of cont i ngency , f l ex i b i l i ty ,  and 

techno l og ic a l  d i vers i ty .  A c l ass i f i ed append i x  on supp l y  capab i l i ty i s ,  therefore , not con s i dered 

necessary . Dec i s i on-makers i n  both the execut i ve and l eg i s lat i ve branches are per i od i ca l ly b r i efed on 

nuc l ear mater i a l  s upp l i es  and needs outs i de of the NEPA process .  See a l so the response to comment 

4 . 9 . 2 .  

7 . 38 �: 

I t  was  asked where DOE  wou l d  d i spose of S I S-generated TRU  waste i f  the W I PP  fac i l i ty  were not  

ava i lab l e .  
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See the response to comment 7 . 4 .  

7 . 39  Comment : 

I t  was asked where the scrap to be processed at the S I S  Project wou l d  come from . 

The Draft E I S  and the F i na l  E I S  state i n  the Foreword that the S I S  Project w i l l  process scrap 

from the Hanford S i te  and from the SRP . 

7 . 40 Comment : 

I t  was asked whether the S I S  concentrator and evaporator wou l d  be cons i dered a waste t reatment 

system , what if t reated mater i a l  upon samp l i ng is sent back for further t reatment process i n g ,  and what 

i f  the t reated mater i a l  is found to be hazardous .  

F i gure 2-9 of the F i na l E I S  presents a pre l im i nary f low d i agram of l i qu i d  waste streams based 

on the most recent des i gn of the S I S  Project . The l i qu i d  waste stream to be sent to the evaporator 

wou l d  be neutra l i zed in a tota l ly enc losed system and wou l d  not be hazardous p r i o r  to or after be i ng 

evaporated . The evaporator i s  a l so a tota l ly enc l osed system ( i . e . , i t  does not evaporate the l i qu i d  

waste stream i nto the atmosphere ) , and the bottoms and the d i st i l late from the evaporator wou l d  be 

grouted p r i or to l eav i ng the fac i l i ty .  The pr imary object i ve of the evaporator i s  not t reatment , but 

the separat i on of , h i gh- and l ow-ame r i c i um-content waste streams . The S I S  des ign  i s  be i n g  deve l oped 

to ensure that a l l  l i qu i d  waste streams are hand led i n  accordance w i th Resource Conservat i on and 

Recovery Act ( RCRA) requ i rements . 

7 . 4 1 Comment : 

I t  was asked where m i xed wastes generated by the S I S  process wou l d  be d i sposed , and a request 

was made that the DOE l i st opt i ons for m ixed waste d i sposa l .  

M i xed wastes wou l d  b e  stored ons i te i n  RCRA-approved fac i l i t i es unt i l  the i r  d i spos i t i on i s  

determ i ned , o r  a n  approved offs i te TSD  i s  ava i lab l e  a s  d i scussed i n  Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of the Draft E I S  

and the F i na l E I S .  As d i scussed w i t h i n  that sect i on ,  the I NE L  i s  present l y  temporar i ly stor i n g  m i xed 

waste at the Spec i a l  Power Excurs i on Reactor Test fac i l i ty ( SPERT ) I V  area under RCRA i nter im  status 

and has subm i tted an app l i cat i on to the EPA for f i na l perm i t t i n g .  T o  bound the est imated consequences 

of the potent i a l  offs i te transport of m i xed wast e ,  the quant i t i es  of m i xed waste that wou l d  be 

generated are i nc l uded in the est imated quant i t i es of TRU waste that wou ld be t ransported to the W I PP 
( see Tab l e  A-22 i n  Append i x  A . l ) . The actua l quant i t i es of m i xed waste a re expected to be l ess than 

those i nd i cated in Sect i on 2 . 1 . 5 . 1  of the F i na l  E I S ,  s i nce it is ant i c i pated that a s i gn i f i cant 

port i on  of the m i xed waste w i l l  conta i n  rad i oact i v i ty at or  above TRU waste l eve l s  and therefore be 

c lass i f i ed as TRU waste and d i sposed of at the W I P P . I n  add i t i on ,  W I PP w i l l  comp l y  w i t h  a l l  

app l i cab l e  req u i rements of the Resource Conservat i on and Recovery Act ( RCRA) . DOE i s  current l y  

work i ng w i t h  the EPA and the State o f  New Mex i co  to reso lve uncerta i nt i es  regard i ng the procedures for 

obta i n i ng a RCRA perm i t  for W I PP .  
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7 . 42 Comment : 

I t  was asked i f  the I NEL  i s  current l y  us i ng  other methods to ref i ne p l uton i um .  A l so quest i oned 

were the waste ' s  ha l f- l i fe and where and how the waste wou l d  be stored . 

The current m i ss i ons  of the I NEL do not i nc l ude ref i n i ng  p l uton i um .  The wastes to be produced 

by the S I S  Project w i l l  conta i n  both short- l i ved i sotopes and l ong- l i ved i sotopes , i n c l u d i n g  an 

i sotope of p l uton i um wh i ch has a ha l f- l i fe  of approx imate l y  24 , 000-years . Sect i on s  4 . 1 . 2 . 2  and 

4 . 1 . 2 . 3  of the F i n a l  E I S  d i scuss how and where these wastes wou l d  be stored . See a l so  the response to 

comment 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  for add i t i ona l i nformat i on on waste management . 

7 . 43 Comment :  

I t  was asked why State Senator Anne Ryda l ch  was a l l owed to speak about i rre l evant i s sues s uch 

as jobs and l asers , and whether DOE  wou l d  grant the S I S  opponents such l eeway . 

The test imony of State Senator Anne Ryda l ch was i n  keep i ng w i t h  the hea r i ng procedures 

estab l i s hed ( i n  con s u l tat i on w i t h  DOE ) by Hea r i ng Off i cer Roy E i guren and read i n to  the record at the 

beg i n n i ng of each hea r i ng sess i o n .  Spec i f i ca l ly on the i s sue of test imony , Mr . E i gu ren stated , " I  

w i l l  a l l ow comment . . .  on i s sues re l ated t o  t h i s  project that the i nd i v i dua l rev i ewers fee l are 

re l evant . "  To that extent ,  the tes t i mony of Senator Ryda l c h ,  as we l l  as t hat of a l l  other test i f i ers , 

was not prejudged or s t r i c t l y  l im i ted to the proper scope of these hear i ngs and a l l  comments were du ly  

accepted i nto t he  hear i ng  record . A l l test i f i ers  were accorded t he  same l at i tude to respond w i t h i n  

the t ime constra i nt s  estab l i shed for i n d i v i dua l and organ i zat i on a l  tes t i mony . 

7 . 44 Comment : 

I t  was asked why the t ransportat i on conta i ners have not been phys i ca l ly tested . I t  was asked 

if the S I S  Project cou l d  be used for purposes other than p l uton i um e n r i chment i f  the need for the S I S  

Project were removed . 

Cert i f i ed o r  approved Type 8 s h i pp i ng conta i ners wou l d  b e  used f o r  the transport of feed , 

product , and by-product to and from the S I S  P roject ; the TRUPACT I I  w i l l  be used for t he s h i pment of 

TRU waste ( i n  drums ) and potent i a l ly by-product ( i n  Type 8 cont a i ners ) to the W I PP . Extens i ve test i ng 

of the Type 8 conta i ner  presen t l y  i n  use by DOE ( the mode l 1 5 1 8  6M ) i s  des c r i bed i n  references that 

have been added to t he F i na l E I S .  The i nner and outer cont a i ners of each Type 8 conta i ner  are 

i nd i v i dua l ly l eak-tested dur i ng  fabri cat i on , and must be i n spected p r i o r  to each s h i pment . 

The TRUPACT I I  for t ransport of t ransuran i c  waste to the W I P P  i s  curren t l y  undergo i ng  NRC 

cert i f i cat i on test s .  Regard l e s s  of whether the present TRUPACT I I  des i gn passes t h i s  ser i es of tests 

or w i l l  requ i re mod i f icat i on , the end res u l t  w i l l  be that waste w i l l  be transported to  the W I PP i n  

cert i f ied  conta i ners  that have passed the NRC cert i f i cat i on tests . 

Regard i ng  other potent i a l  m i s s i ons  for the S I S  P roject , see the response to comment 7 . 28 . 
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7 . 45 Corrrnent : 

I t  was noted that the S I S  separat i on of p l uton i um has been desc r i bed as the most  expens i ve 

method of obta i n i ng  weapon-grade p l uton i um ,  and i t  was requested that re lat i ve costs of  

reactor-produced , b l end i ng-produced , and S I S-produced weapon-grade p l uton i um be stated . 

Un i t  costs for produc i ng weapon-grade p l uton i um by var i ous methods and compa r i sons thereof are 

c lass i f i ed .  As s tated in the E I S ,  DOE is req u i red to deve l op and ma i n ta i n  the capab i l i t i e s  neces sary 

to produce p l uton i um .  The S I S  P roject prov i des a cont i ngency method , that i s  not reactor-based , of 

meet i ng that req u i rement . Therefore , the S I S  Project is not be i ng proposed based on a monetary 

cost/benef i t  ana lys i s ,  but rather on important qua l i tat i ve cons i derat i on s .  See a l so the response to 

corrrnent 5 . 28 . 2 .  

7 . 46 Corrrnent : 

I t  was noted that the Execut i ve Surrrnary c l a ims t hat the "No Act ion"  a l ternat i ve wou l d  have 

greater r i sks  ( for transport of S I S  feed , product and by-product ) than the preferred a l ternat i v e .  The 

rev i ewer requested that the F i n a l  E I S  prov ide t h i s  compa r i son , p referab ly  in the  Transport Ana lys i s  

sect i on i n  Appen d i x  A .  

W i t h  respect to the product i on of weapon-grade p l uton i um through ut i l i zat i on of fue l -grade 

p l uton i um ,  the t ransport of feed and p roduct for the no act i on a l ternat i ve d i scussed in the Draft E I S  

and the F i na l  E I S  i s  i dent i ca l  t o  that for l ocat i ng the S I S  P roject a t  the SRP ; hence , the r i sk s  are 

s l i ght l y  greater due to i ncreased transportat i on than the preferred a l ternat i ves ' r i sks  and were 

d i scussed and p resented in Append i x  A .  

7 . 47 � : 

I t  was quest i oned why more p l uton i um-239 i s  s a i d  to be needed when , accord i ng  to DOE off i c i a l s ,  

DOE has p lenty o f  p l uton i um t o  meet current demands and the I NF treaty ca l l s for cuts i n  nuc l ear  

warheads . I n  add i t i on ,  i t  was stated that the wr i te-up on the i mpact to the env i ronment i n  a "worst

case scenar i o" as  presented in the Draft E I S  was not sat i s factory . 

Secretary Herr i ngton c lar i f ied  h i s  "awash i n  p l uton i um" statement by say i ng that there are 

adequate supp l i es i n  the short term but there i s  a projected need i n  the m i d- 1990s and beyond . 

A l though the successfu l I ntermed iate  Nuc l ear Force Treaty ( I N F )  shows progress i n  arms reduct i on , both 

the Pres i dent and Congress be l i eve  that the S I S  Project i s  req u i red as  a cont i ngency to meet demand 

for weapon-grade p l uton i um in the m i d- 1990s . The a g i ng SRP reactors are ded i cated to t r i t i um 

product i on and , because of curta i l ed operat i ons pend i ng the reso l ut i on of safety i ssues , may not be 

ab le  to produce p l uton i um i n  the future.  Pre l im i nary START negot iat i ons have the potent i a l  for 

s i gn i f i cant mutua l reduct i ons  in nuc lear weapons stockp i l es of  the Un i ted States and USSR ; howeve r ,  

successfu l negot i at i ons  are on l y  s pecu lat i v e .  

See the response to corrrnent 7 . 35  regard i ng  t h e  E I S  d i scuss i on o f  a "worst-case scenar i o" 

acc i dent . 
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7 . 48 �: 

I nformat i on was  requested on t he peacef u l  app l i cat i ons  of the S I S  P roject ( exc l ud i ng uran i um 

enr ichment ) , and i n  part i c u l a r  on any stud ies  on the use of the S I S  t echno logy to i sotop i ca l ly pur i fy 

e l ements  for use i n  f l uorescent l i ghts . I t  was a l so  requested that an economic  ana l ys i s  on the cost 

of such app l i cat i ons  be i nc l uded.  

The Draft E I S  and t he F i na l  E I S  spec i f i ca l ly assess the construct i on and operat i on of the S I S  

P roject for the p roduct ion  o f  weapon-grade p l uton i um from fue l -grade p l uton i um .  Thus , ques t i ons  on 

other uses of t he AVL I S  techno l ogy and econom i c  ana lyses thereof are beyond the scope of t h i s  E I S .  

7 . 49 �: 

I t  was  requested that  the rat i o  of the number of s eparator modu l es at the proposed S I S  Fac i l i ty 

to that of the LLNL demonstrat i on fac i l i t y ,  when i t  i s  comp l eted , be s tated . 

The S I S  Project wou ld  have four separator l i nes . A separator l i ne represents the bas i c  modu lar  

bu i ld i ng b lock for the p lant . The LLNL  demonstrat i on  fac i l i ty has one separator l i ne . 

7 . 50 Corrrnent : 

I t  was requested that t he rat i o  of l aser output ( l i ght energy output at t he approp r i ate 

f requenc i e s ) of t he laser fac i l i ty at the p roposed S I S  Fac i l i ty to  that of t he LLNL  demonstrat i on 

fac i l i ty ,  when i t  i s  comp leted , be stated . 

For the demonstrat i on at t he LLNL , approx imate l y  one-quarter of t he tota l laser output power 

requ i red for the S I S  Fac i l i ty  wou ld  be de l i vered . Th i s  i s  corrrnensurate w i t h  the one separator l i ne 

be i ng  i n sta l led at LLNL  as compared to four l i nes in the S I S  Fac i l i t y .  

7 . 5 1  Corrrnent : 

I t  was noted t hat opponents  to t he S I S  P roject state that there i s  amp l e  p l uton i um ava i lab l e ,  

wh i l e proponents  o f  t he S I S  Project state that there i s  a n  i nsuff i c i en t  supp l y  o f  p l uton i um t o  meet 

needs . I t  was requested that i nformat i on perta i n i ng to the amount of p l uton i um current ly i n  stock , 

the length of t ime p l uton i um w i l l  l a st  i n  i t s  ref i ned state , how fast the Un i ted States uses 

p l uton i um ,  how much p l uton i um t he S I S  Project w i l l  ref i ne , and how much p luton i um the S I S  Project w i l l  

produce be prov i ded . I t  was a l so requested t hat a t ime f rame be g i ven for when the governmen t  w i l l  

i dent i fy a permanent repos i tory . 

See the response to corrrnent 7 . 4 7 concern i ng  t he ava i lab i l i ty of suff i c i ent amounts and 

quant i t i e s  of p l uton i um .  The p l uton i um has a h a l f- l i fe approx imate ly  of 24 , 000 years . The other 

i n format i on re lat i ve to  p l uton i um is c lass i f i ed .  
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DOE st i l l  p l ans to transport a l l  stored and new ly  generated TRU waste to the W I P P  i n  New 

Mex i co ,  as stated in i t s  ROD prepared on the F i n a l  E I S  for the W I P P  ( 00E/E I S-0026 ) . DOE i s  current l y  

work i ng  w i th t h e  Nat i ona l Academy o f  Sc i ences ( NAS ) t o  address exper imentat i on and research act i v i t i e s  

support i ng the performance assessment be i ng  conducted to demonstrate comp l i ance w i th  E PA  d i sposa l 

standards for TRU waste ( 40 CFR 1 9 1 ) . I n  add i t i on ,  W I P P  w i l l  comp ly  w i t h  a l l  app l i ca b l e  req u i rements 

of t he Resource Conservat i on  and Recovery Act ( RCRA ) . DOE is current ly  work i ng  w i t h  the E PA and the 

State of New Mex ico  to res o l ve uncerta i nt ies  regard i ng  the procedures for obta i n i ng a RCRA perm i t  for 

W I P P . 

7 . 52 Corrrnent : 

I t  was asked what type of s h i pp i ng cask wou l d  be used to s h i p  mater i a l s  to and from the S I S  

Fac i l i t y ,  how the casks were constructed , and i f  the NRC had tested and cert i f i ed the casks . 

Cert i f i ed or approved Type B sh i pp i ng conta i ners wou l d  be used for the transport of feed , 

product , and by-product to and from the S I S  Project ; the TRUPACT I I  w i l l  be used for the s h i pment of 

TRU waste ( i n  drums ) and potent i a l ly by-product ( i n  Type B conta i ners ) to  the WI PP . Exten s i ve test i ng  

of  the  Type B conta i ner  present ly  i n  u se by DOE ( the mode l 15 18  6M )  i s  descr i bed i n  references that 

have been added to the F i na l  E I S .  The i nner and outer conta i ners  of each Type B conta i ner  are 

i n d i v i dua l ly l eak-tested dur i ng fab r i cat i on ,  and must be i n spected p r i or to each s h i pment . 

The TRUPACT I I  for t ransport of TRU waste to the W I P P  i s  current ly  undergo i ng NRC cert i f i cat i on 

tes t s .  Regard l ess o f  whether the present TRUPACT I I  des i gn passes th i s  s e r i e s  o f  tests or  w i l l  

requ i re mod i f i cat i on , t he end resu l t  w i l l  be that waste w i l l  be  t ransported to the W I P P  i n  cert i f i ed 

cont a i ners  that have passed the NRC cert i f i cat i on tests . 

7 . 53 Corrrnent :  

I t  was asked i f  there are any future S I S  s p i noff techn o l og i es present ly  be i ng  researched for 

poss i b l e  deve l opmen t ,  such as the separat i on of other var i ou s  e l emen t s  by DOE . 

See the response to corrrnent 7 . 28 .  

7 . 54 Corrrnent : 

I nformat i on was requested on actua l rad i at i on acc i dents i n  wh i ch contam i nat i on was r e l eased . 

I nformat i on was a l so requested concern i ng  EPA Superfund s i tes at the I N EL , Hanford , and t he SRP . 

The proper veh i c l e  for mak i ng  a request for actua l numbers of rad i at i on acc i dents i s  through 

the F O I A .  I n  regard to E P A  superfund s i te s ,  t h e  F i n a l  E I S  i n  S ect i on 3 . 1 . 4 . 4  i dent i f i es three s i tes 

at the I NEL that requ i re correct i ve act i on ,  and the Draft E I S  and the F i n a l  E I S  referenced a recent 

E I S  ( DOE/ E I S -0120 ) wh i ch prov i des an exten s i ve d i scuss ion of hazardous waste s i tes  at t he SRP .  

Present i nformat i on i n d i cates that there are four s i tes requ i r i ng  correct i ve act i on at the Hanford 

S i te . 
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7 . 55 Coment :  

I t  was requested that the reference i n  Tab l e  2 -4 be c la r i f i ed to i n d i cate whether the 

percentages of p l uton i um and amer i c i um are percent by we i ght or by act i v i t y .  I t  was a l so requested 

that the "re l at i ve i ndex of harm" be used to i l l ustrate the advantage of c leansed product versus t he 

usua l weapon-grade mater i a l  to c i v i l i an and m i l i tary personne l who han d l e  the weapons .  

The percentages of p l uton i um and amer l C l um i n  footnote b were by we i ght . A l though there i s  an 

advantage i n  decreas i ng the amount of Pu-241 and Am-241 i n  p l uton i um to be hand l ed or t ransported . the 

S I S  Project w i l l  be used to convert fue l -grade p l uton i um to weapon-grade spec i f i cat i on that wou l d  

produce the same re lat i ve exposures a s  present weapons .  A "re lat i ve i ndex of harm" i s  therefore not 

presented . A l so see the response to comment 7 . 2 0 .  
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APP E N D I X  A 

I N D I V I DUAL , ORGAN I ZAT I ON , OR AGENCY 

Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sec t i on Numbers 

Ada County C i t i zens for Peace and Just ice  Bo i s e ,  ID  BOSS 3 100  See Ha l l ,  Patr i c i a  

Ada County C i t i zens for Peace and Just ice  Bo i s e ,  I D  E228 5 1 1 0  See Ha l l ,  Patr i c i a  

Adm i re ,  Pat r i c i a  Bo i s e ,  I D  B241 3 261  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

Adm i re ,  Patr i c i a  Bo i s e ,  I D  E667 5 624 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 . 3 . 4  

Ado l fson , Ed I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D W509 6 571  1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

Ah l berg , Jerry I daho Fa l l  s ,  I D E399 5 381 4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 7 ,  5 . 28 . 3  
);> 

I 
....... Ah l berg , Jerry I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D T520 3 753 3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 3  

Aho , Margaret Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 1 51 4 861 2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 9 

Aho , Margaret Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 085 3 458 2 . 7 . 9  

A i ken County , South Caro l i na A i ken , SC E501  5 462 See Sm i t h ,  Garry R .  

A i ken County , South Caro l i na A i k en ,  SC W057 6 68 See Sm i t h ,  Garry R .  

A i rhart , Dav i d  E 2 1 0  5 98 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

Akerste n ,  W i l l i am A .  Pocat e l l o ,  I D  W285 6 3 1 1  5 . 1 5 

A l ban , Dan i e l  L .  Ketchum , I D  T024 3 632 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 5 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 4 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 5 . 7  

A l ban , Dan i e l  L .  Ketchum , I D  W0 1 5  6 39 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 2  

A l ban , Susan Ketchum , ID E502 5 463 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  
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A l ban , Susan 

A lban , Susan 

A l b i nson , Betsy 

A l b i nson , Betsy 

A l b i nson , Betsy 

A l b r i ght , Dav i d  

A l br i ght , Dav i d  

A l b r i ght , Dav i d  

A l b r i ght , Dav i d  

A l b r i ght , Dav i d  

A l len , Duane 

A l l en ,  Duane 

A l l en ,  Lowe l l  R .  

A l l en , Lowe l l  R .  

A l l good , Lane 

A l l good , Lane 

A l varez , Susan K .  

Name Loca t i on 

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Nampa , I D  

Nampa , I D 

Nampa , I D  

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Was h i ngton , DC 

Was h i ngton , DC 

Was h i ngton , DC 

She l l ey ,  I D  

S he l l ey ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Order 

No . 

T031 

W058 

E519  

W069 

W207 

E01 1 

1 0 1 1  

W62 1 

W622 

W623 

E082 

1 053 

E542 

W081 

E085 

1 056 

E570 

Vo 1 .  

3 

6 

5 

6 

6 

4 

3 

6 

6 

6 

4 

3 

5 

6 

4 

3 

5 

643 

68 

480 

74 

1 64 

235 

326 

695  

695 

696  

784 

407 

499 

80 

786 

4 1 0  

513 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 4 ,  

4 . 4 . 5 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 1 .  4 . 1 0 . 1 .  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 2 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 4 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 . 1 4 

7 . 48 

7 . 49 

7 . 50 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 , 4 . 9 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  
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Order 
N ame Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers 

A lvarez , Susan K .  Bo i se ,  I D  W031 6 5 1  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Ambueh l ,  Randa l l  A .  Bo i se ,  I D  W529 6 590 1 .  1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Ame r i ca l Nuc l ea r  Soc i ety I daho Sect i on I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  E 083 4 785 See L i ebentha l ,  Jack 

Amer i can Nuc l ea r  Soc iety I daho S ect i on I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 054 3 408 S ee L i ebentha l ,  Jack 

Amr i t ,  Fami ly  Ketchum , I D  E29 1  5 222 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Amr i t , Fami l y  Ketchum , I D  T0 19  3 627 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Anderson , Cand i ce Ketchum , 1 0  E432 5 405 1 . 1 , 3 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 1 . 42 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

Anderson , Cathy I da ho Fa l l  s ,  1 0  E 5 2 0  5 481 1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  
l> 

I 
W 

Anderson , Cathy I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  W063 6 7 1  1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Anderson , C i nda Sun Va l l ey ,  1 0  E809 5 774 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Anderson , Jack P .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 734 5 686 1 . 1 , 2 . 1 0 , 3 . 2 . 2 , 3 . 3 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Anderson , Jack P .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  1 5 1 9  3 540 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Anderson , Jay E .  Pocate l l o ,  1 0  W519  6 578 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 4 ,  

5 . 25 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 4 

Anderson , P h i l i p  A .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  E 0 1 4  4 260 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 4 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

Anderson , P h i l i p  A .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  E 039 4 746 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

Anderson , P h i l i p  A .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 033 3 364 1 . 1 , 2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 , 5 . 2 4 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 .  

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

Page Response



):>0 
I 

� 

Name 

Anderson , Randon C .  

Anderson , Re i d  

Andrus , Cec i l ,  Governor 

Andrus ,  Cec i l ,  Governor 

Ankersm i t , Karen 

Anthony , George \01 .  

Anthony , George \01 .  

Aqu i l i na , Char les  A .  

Armstrong , M i chae l H .  

Asay , Larry 

Asay , Larry 

Aschenbrenner , Pau l 

Aschenbrenner , Pau l 

As h ,  V i rg i n i a  

Ash , V i rg i n i a  

Ashcom , Ken 

Locat i on 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I da h o  Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Jackson , \oIY 

Fi l er ,  1 0  

F i  ler , 1 0  

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I 0 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

B lackfoot , 1 0  

Pocate l l o ,  1 0  

Pocate l l o ,  1 0  

Buh 1 ,  I D  

Buh  1 ,  1 0  

Ketchum ,  1 0  

Order 

N o .  Vo l .  

\01624 6 

1 53 1  3 

E005 4 

1 001 3 

\01470 6 

T560 3 

\01501 6 

\01141  6 

E075  4 

E744 5 

1 526  3 

E509 5 

\01 1 19 6 

E775  5 

T072 3 

E475 5 

696 

558 

32 

299 

54 1 

8 1 5  

565 

1 1 9 

778 

697 

551  

467  

1 02 

739 

699 

445 Sect i on Numbers 

7 . 5 1 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 8 ,  3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 7 . 24 ,  5 . 1 9 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 29 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 3 1 , 3 . 4 ,  5 . 7 . 24 ,  5 . 1 9 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 3 . 1 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 5  

2 . 1. 1  

2 . 1 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 49 ,  5 . 24 . 1 9 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2  

Page Response
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7.51



Name 

Ashcom , Ken 

As l et t ,  Marv i n  

As l et t , Marv i n  

Aud i n ,  L i ndsay 

Aud i n ,  L i ndsay 

» 
1 

t.11 

Augu s t u s , Bruce 

Augustu s ,  Janet 

Au l d ,  Brandy 

Autry , Vern 

Babayco , V i ckey 

Bache l de r ,  Caro l 

Backstatter , Stuart 

Backstat t er ,  Stuart 

Bagnard , Dav i d  L .  

Locat i on 

Ketchum , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  F a  l l s ,  I D  

O s s i n i n g ,  NY  

O s s i n i ng ,  NY  

Sun Va l l e y ,  ID  

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Ha i l ey , I D  

Ha i l ey , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

O rder 

No . 

T540 

E 5 53 

W091  

B 0 1 6  

E 1 79 

E422 

E419 

E 7 1 6  

1 03 7  

W013 

B024 

E340 

T051 

W423 

Vo 1 .  

3 

5 

6 

3 

5 

5 

5 

5 

3 

6 

3 

5 

3 

6 

780 

505 

85  

39 

43 

398 

396  

669 

3 7 0  

37  

52  

266  

665  

487  

Sect i on Numbers 

2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 3 2 ,  5 . 23 . 28 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 33 , 5 . 29 . 34 , 

5 . 29 . 38 ,  5 . 29 . 42 , 5 . 29 . 43 , 5 . 29 . 44 ,  5 . 29 . 49 , 5 . 29 . 52 ,  5 . 29 . 7 6 ,  

5 . 29 . 81 , 5 . 29 . 1 1 0  

3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 3 2 ,  5 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 6 ,  

5 . 29 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 1 2 ,  5 . 29 . 18 ,  5 . 29 . 2 5 ,  5 . 29 . 2 7 ,  5 . 29 . 28 ,  

5 . 29 . 33 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  5 . 29 . 35 ,  5 . 29 . 38 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 29 . 42 , 5 . 29 . 43 , 

5 . 29 . 44 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 46 ,  5 . 29 . 49 , 5 . 29 . 52 ,  5 . 29 . 53 ,  5 . 29 . 54 ,  

5 . 29 . 58 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  5 . 29 . 7 2 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 74 ,  5 . 29 . 7 6 ,  

5 . 29 . 8 1 ,  5 . 29 . 89 , 5 . 29 . 1 03 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 0 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3  

1 .  1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  

5 . 3 1 . 1 3 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 .  

5 . 3 1 . 1 3 

1 . 1  

Page Response

37



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  �� Sect i on N umbers 
Baker ,  A l i c i a  Bo i se ,  I D  B l 1 2  3 200  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Baker , D i ck Bo i se ,  I D  B066 3 1 24 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1  

Baker , Kenneth and Heather Sun Va l l ey , I D  E547 5 502 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

Baker , Kenneth and Heather Sun Va l l ey , I D  W 10 1  6 92  1 . 1 , 3 . 3 . 1 , 4 . 4 . 6 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 , 5 . 29 . 9 7 , 

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8  

Ba l dw i n ,  Burton She l by ,  I D  E0 13  4 260 6 . 5 . 9  

Ba l l ard , Joyce E .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  W399 6 469 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 

Ba l l esteros , L ucy  B .  B l ack foot , I D E491  5 457 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  
l> 

I 
O'l Ba l l esteros , Lucy B .  B l ackfoot , I D  WI l l  6 98 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Ba l s l ey ,  Rona l d  Pocate l lo ,  I D  B029 3 58 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  

5 . 29 . 9 . 2  

Ba l s l ey ,  Rona l d  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 1 9 5  5 80  1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  

Bamberry , Ed  Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 098 3 491  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

Bamberry , Ed Pocate l l o ,  I D  W366 6 447 1 . 1  

Barf i e l d ,  Patr i c i a  Ontar i o ,  OR  W503 6 567  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 , 4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 7 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 , 6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

Barge , Levy " and Oswa l t ,  Karen Ketchum , I D  E336 5 2 64 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

Barker , Mary Jane and Donna L .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  W451 6 507 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Barnes , A l i son Ha i l ey ,  I D  T519  3 753 1 . 1  753

Response



Order 

Name Locat i on N o .  V o  1 .  Sect i on Numbers 

Barnh i l l ,  Pame l a  Bo i se ,  I D  WOlD  6 36 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

Barr i nger ,  John Bo i se ,  I D  B2 1 1  3 229 1 . 1 , 3 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 , 6 . 2 , 6 . 5 . 1  

Barr i nger ,  John Bo i se , I D E631 5 596 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

Barta , James L .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E508 5 466  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 2 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Barta , James L .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  W029 6 48 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 2 1 , 4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Bartho l omew , Rory Nampa , I D  B041 3 74 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 

Ba rtho l omew , Rory Nampa , I D  B207 3 224 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 
» 

I 
'-l 

Bartho l omew , Rory Nampa , I D  E202 5 87 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Batche l de r ,  Patsy Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T51 1 3 743 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 9 , 4 . 4 . 2 , 4 . 1 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  

6 . 1 . 1  

Bates , Da l e  Ketchum , I D  E295 5 226  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 25 

Bates , Da l e  Ketchum , I D  T023 3 632 5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 25 

Bauman , L o i s  Bo i se ,  I D  B023 3 5 1  1 . 1  

Bauman , Mar i lyn Ca 1 dwe 1 1 ,  I D B020 3 44 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 2 . 25 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 14 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 6  

Bauman , Ma r i l yn Ca l dwe 1 1 ,  I D  E l80 5 55 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 1 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 7 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 2 . 24 ,  3 . 2 . 25 ,  

3 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 9 . 4 .  5 . 1 9 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 29 . 4 1 .  5 . 29 . 48 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 1 . 9 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 6  

Bea 1 ,  Renee Bo i se , I D W488 6 556 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 6 . 5 . 5  

Paqe Response

74

743

55



Order 

Name Locat i on N o .  V o  l .  Sect i on N umbers 
Beard , James Seatt l e ,  WA E070  4 773 2 . 1 . 6 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 1 0 . 5 , 

4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Beard , James Seatt l e ,  WA 1 049 3 396 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0  

Bea s l ey ,  Lawrence M .  B l ackfoot , I D  E 545 5 501 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Bea s l ey ,  Lawrence M .  B lackfoot , I D  W085 6 82 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Bea s l ey ,  Mar l ese  B lackfoot , I D  T076  3 707 5 .  1 2  . 1 

Beechert , A l i son Ha i l ey ,  I D  E 4 1 5  5 393 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 4 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2  

» 
Beemer , Terry L .  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D E427 5 401  1 . 1 , 3 . 4  

I 
CO 

Beez l ey ,  Carr i e  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E461  5 426 1 . 1  

Beez l ey ,  Carr i e  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T 553 3 805 1 . 1  

Beez l ey ,  T homas R .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E462 5 427 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Be i tz ,  Leonard F .  I nkom ,  I D  E567  5 5 12  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1  

Be i tz ,  Leonard F .  I nkom , I D  W061 6 70  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

Be 1 1 ,  Jock Ha i l ey , I D  E 777  5 741 6 . 5 . 1 0 

Be 1 1 ,  Jock Ha i l ey ,  I D  T075  3 706 6 . 5 . 1 0 

Be 1 1 ,  Zeb K imbe r l y ,  I D  W543 6 601  1 . 1  

Be l l em ,  C larence Rupert , I D E354 5 278 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 32 

Be l lem,  C l arence Rupert , I D T501  3 725 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 32 

Paqe

773

393

Response



» 
I 

U) 

Name 

Be l levue C i t i zens  

Be l son , Jan i ce  

Be l son , Jan ice  

Be lzer , Freder i c k  F .  

Bennett , George 

Bennett , George 

Bennett ,  V i rg i n i a  

Bennett , V i rg i n i a  

Benn i on ,  Dav i d  K .  

Benson , Char les  S . , J r .  

Benson , Char les  S . , J r .  

Benson , Lan i e  

Benson , Lan i e  

Bergerson , L i nda 

Bergerson , L i nda 

Locat i on 

Be l l evue ,  I D  

Sun  Va l l ey , I D  

Sun  Va l l ey , I D  

P ocate l l o ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

D r  i ggs , J D  

D r i gg s ,  J D  

Ketchum , J D  

Ketchum , 1 D 

Order 

� Vo l .  

E298 5 

1':447 5 

T529 3 

E 742 5 

B 1 1 0  3 

E6 14  5 

B 1 04 3 

E609 5 

W234 6 

W190  6 

W329 6 

E044 4 

1 039 3 

E477 5 

T541 3 

228 

4 1 5  

7 6 5  

696 

1 9 7  

575  

189 

571 

183 

1 54 

344 

7 52 

3 7 1  

447 

781 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  6 . 3 ,  See Be l l evue C i t i zens , 

2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 1 6 ,  5 . 29 . 24 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 73 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 24 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 73 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 7 . 2 , 2 . 1 1 . 1 0 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 39 ,  

5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 22 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 0 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 . 39 ,  5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 6 . 1 .  

5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Page Response



Order 

Name Locat i on No . V o l . Sect i on N umbers 

Bergman , Cha r l es C .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  W545 6 602 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1  

Bergst rom , Gene Pocate l lo ,  I D  E328 5 256 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

Ber i e r ,  Bret Ketchum , I D  E 503 5 463 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 

Ber i e r ,  Bret Ketchum , I D  W092 6 86 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 

Ber i t i c h ,  Danny Ha i l ey , I D  W243 6 1 9 0  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Berman , Kat r i na V .  Moscow , I D  W524 6 582 2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 8 . 6 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 2 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 9 ,  5 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 3 . 5 ,  5 . 1 3 . 9 ,  5 . 13 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 , 5 . 23 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 2 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 2 ,  5 . 29 . 18 ,  5 . 29 . 24 ,  5 . 29 . 28 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 , 5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  
;x::. 

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  I 
...... 
a 

Bernatas , Susan Bo i se ,  I D  B250 3 27 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 3  

Bernatas , Susan Bo i se ,  I D  E678 5 635 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 3  

Berntha l ,  E .  J .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E287 5 2 18 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

Berntha l ,  E .  J .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E780 5 744 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

Berntha 1 ,  E .  J .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T082 3 7 1 2  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

Berr i ochoa , Randy Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E530 5 492 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 2  

Berr i ochoa , Randy Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  W229 6 1 79 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

Beu , Larry N .  1 da ho Fa l l  s ,  1 D E 078 4 7 79  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3  

Beusche r ,  Brent 1 da ho Fa l l  s ,  1 D 1 529 3 555 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Page Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on No . 

B i ggers , Homer Be l levue , I D 1 507 

B i gger s ,  Homer Be l l evue , I D  T056 

B i l l e ,  Donna Ketchum , I D  E455 

B i l l e ,  Donna Ketchum , I D  T536 

B i rd ,  James M i chael  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D E690 

B i tton , Kathy I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D E 0 1 6  

Bjonberg , Fam i l y  E 534 

):> 
Bjonberg , Fami  ly  W l 1 8  r 

........ 
........ 

Bjornsen , Fr i tz Bo i se ,  I D  B249 

B jornsen , Fr i tz Bo i se ,  I D  E677  

Bjornsen , Robert L i nd Bo i se ,  I D  B07 1 

Bjornsen , Robert L i nd Bo i se ,  I D  E246 

B lack , V i o la Bur ley , I D  E 5 7 1  

B l ack , V i o la Bur l ey ,  I D  W053 

B lackfoot Chamber of Commerce B l ackfoot , I D  W4 1 9  

B l a i n ,  M i c hae l J .  Bo i se , I D B063 

B l a i n ,  M i c ha e l  J .  Bo i se ,  I D  E240 

Vo l .  

3 5 18  

3 670 

5 42 1  

3 7 7 2  

5 645 

4 262 

5 495 

6 1 02 

3 270  

5 634 

3 1 3 1  

5 16 1  

5 5 14  

6 66 

6 483 

3 1 20  

5 1 5 1  

3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1  

2 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 ,  

6 . 4 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 3 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 24 . 18 , 5 . 24 . 27 , 5 . 27 . 2 , 5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 6 , 5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 

See Ranck , John 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 6 . 5 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 2 , 5 . 1 3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 13 . 1 3 ,  5 . 23 . 26 

2 . 1 . 2 , 2 . 4 , 2 . 1 3 . 5 , 5 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 6 . 5 , 5 . 1 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 4 ,  

Paqe Response



:x:-
I 

........ 
N 

Name 

B l a i n , M i c hae l J .  

B l a i n ,  M i chae l J .  

B l a i r ,  Magg i e  

B l a i r ,  Magg i e  

B lanchard , 8ruce 

B lancha rd , F l orence K .  

B l anchard , Tom 

B l oom , Nancy F i tz 

B l oom , R i c ha rd 

8 1 ue R i bbon Coa l i t i on 

B l ue R i bbon Coa l i t i on 

B l unt , Andrew 

B l unt , Andrew 

Bode 1 1 ,  Robert 

Boe , Donna H .  

Boester , Robert 

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Was h i ngton , DC 

Be l l evue , I D  

B e  1 1  evue , I D  

D r i ggs , I D  

Dr i ggs , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Ha i l ey , I D  

H a i l ey ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Order 

� 
E240 

W201  

E370 

W397 

W462 

E807 

E395 

W430 

11'429 

E 0 1 9  

1 0 1 2  

E403 

T52 1  

E 1 30  

W480 

W530 

Vo 1 .  

5 

6 

5 

6 

6 

5 

5 

6 

6 

4 

3 

5 

3 

4 

6 

6 

1 5 1  

16 1  

355  

468 

524 

772 

377 

493 

492 

270  

329  

383 

754 

829 

551  

590 

Sect ion  Numbers 

5 . 1 3 . 5 , 5 . 1 3 . 6 , 5 . 1 3 . 8 , 5 . 1 3 . 1 2 , 5 . 1 3 . 1 7 , 5 . 1 3 . 1 9 , 5 . 20 . 1 ,  

5 . 20 . 3 ,  5 . 20 . 9 ,  5 . 23 . 5 ,  5 . 23 . 1 7 ,  5 . 23 . 18 ,  5 . 23 . 2 1 ,  5 . 23 . 26 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 8  

2 . 8 . 1 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

5 . 1 . 2 9 ,  5 . 3 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 2 7 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 , 6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 4  

1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 4 , 6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 4  

See Co l l i n s ,  C l ark 

See Co l l i n s , C l ark 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 4 5 ,  5 . 22 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 5 , 

5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 22 . 6 , 5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 5 ,  

5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 2  

Paqe Response
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)::> 
I 

....... 
W 

Name 

Boh l ,  Pau l M .  

Boh 1 ,  Peggy L .  

Bo i se Peace Qu i lt P roject 

Bo i se Peace Qu i l t Project 

Bo i se Peace Qu i l t Project 

Bonnett , Mar i s  ( S i ster ) 

Bonnett , Mar i s  ( S i ster ) 

Bonnev i l l e County Comm i s s i oners  

Bonnev i l l e County Comm i s s i oners 

Bonnev i l l e County Repub l i can  Women 

Bonnev i l l e County Repub l i can Women 

Booz e l , Raymond D .  

Bosen , Wenda l l  R .  

Bosen , Wenda l l  R .  

Bourgett e ,  Stephan i e  

Bow l e r ,  Ned W .  

Bow l er , Peter A .  

Locat i on  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D 

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Mer i d i an ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D 

B l i ss ,  I D  

Laguna Beach , CA 

Order 

Vo l .  

W400 6 

W402 6 

B056 3 

E229  5 

E230 5 

E 068 4 

1 047 3 

E008 4 

1 004 3 

E69 1  5 

1 087  3 

W563 6 

E 552 5 

W090 6 

W270  6 

W527 6 

W349 6 

470  

471  

103  

1 1 2  

1 1 4  

7 7 1  

393 

42 

306 

646 

470  

664 

504 

85 

206 

586 

363 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 9 . 87 

See McE l h i nney , Gwynne 

See McE l h i nney , Gwynne 

P i ct ure of Qu i l t ,  See Bo i se Peace Qu i l t Pro , 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 9 . 85 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 85 , 6 . 3  

See Burtenshaw , C l yde 

See Burtenshaw , C l yde 

See Cartee , Bertha M .  

See Cartee , Bertha M .  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 1 . 5 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 7 ,  3 . 6 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 6 , 5 . 1 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 5 . 1 .  5 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 7 . 1 8 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 39 , 5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 7 7 ,  5 . 29 . 82 , 5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 29 . 1 03 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 2 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 4 

No. Paqe Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on No . 

Bowman , Atk i nson , Turman , and Stanger Pocate l lo ,  I D  W444 

Boyd , T homas Bo i se ,  I D  W46B 

Boy les , Jean Bo i s e ,  I D  B247 

Boy les , Jean Bo i s e ,  I D  E676  

Brad l ey ,  K . , and Kobe , M .  Bo i se ,  I D  E620  
):> 

I 
....... 
.po 

Brad ley ,  Kathe r i ne Ketchum, I D  B203 

Brady , C l i ff I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E699 

B rady , C l i ff I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 1 0 1  

Bra i l sford , Beat r i ce Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 045 

Bra i l sford , Beatr i ce  Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 506  

Bra i l sford , Beatr ic e  Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 542 

Branch ,  Mary Pat Bur l ey ,  I D  E398 

Branch ,  Tom Bur l ey , I D  E397 

Vo 1 .  

6 504 

6 540 

3 269 

5 63 1  

5 581  

3 2 1 8  

5 655  

3 495  

3 390  

3 5 1 5  

3 577  

5 380 

5 378  

Sec t i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 

1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . B ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 B ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  

4 . 3 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 .  1 .  38 , 5 . 1 .  4 6 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  

5 . 22 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 5 . 29 . 4 0 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  

5 . 29 . 55 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 7 . 3 , 4 . 1 3 , 5 . 1 . 36 , 5 . 1 0 . 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  

6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 , 4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  

3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 .  

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 6 , 5 . 1 7 . 2 , 5 . 24 . 22 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 7 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 8 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 7 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 109 , 5 . 3 0 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 8 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 7 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  

Page Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on No . Va l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Branc h ,  Tom Bur l ey ,  I D  E397  5 378 5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 5  

Brandt , E r i c  Sun V a  l l ey , I D  E 639 5 602 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

Brandt , John H .  Nampa , I D  W147  6 124 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

Bray , R i chard D .  Sun Va l ley , I D  E465 5 429 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 0 

Braz i l ,  Dee McCa 1 1 ,  I D  E 1 9 1  5 78 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

Breed , M i chae l S .  B l ackfoot , I D  E755  5 7 1 2  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Breed , M i chae l S .  B l ackfoot , I D  1 547  3 584 4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

;x:. Breen , G i nny B lakes lee  Ha i l ey , I D  W339 6 354 1 . 1  I 
...... 
U1 

Breen , M ike Ha i l ey , I D  E442 5 4 1 1  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Breen , M i ke Ha i l ey , I D  T528 3 764 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Bre i ter , Edward Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 0 1 7  4 264 5 . 2 7 . 4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  

6 . 1 .  9 

Bre i ter ,  Edwa rd I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 7 5 6  5 7 1 2  1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

Bre i ter , Edward I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 554 3 589 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

Bre i t e r ,  Edward Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  W577 6 672 7 . 4  

Brewer , T im Bo i se ,  I D  B 048 3 8 1  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

6 . 3  

Brewe r ,  T im Bo i se ,  I D  E207  5 9 6  1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Paqe Response
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» 
I 

....... 
Q) 

Name 

Br i ggs , Car l y l e  

B r i ssenden , Marjor i e  F .  

Brockett , Jason 

Brockett , Jason 

Brode r i c k ,  Susan 

Brooksh i er ,  George ',I . , J r .  

Brooks h i e r ,  Mar i lyn 

Broschofsky ,  M i nette 

Brosc i ou s , Chuck 

Brosc i ous , Chuck 

Brossman , Nancy 

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Fort Ha l l ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Moscow , I D 

Moscow , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Order 

No . 

E 220  

',1204 

B264 

E687 

',1456  

',1144 

',1154 

',1424 

B0 1 2  

E 1 7 5  

E647 

Vo l .  

5 

6 

3 

5 

6 

6 

6 

6 

3 

5 

5 

1 03 

1 63 

284 

643 

5 1 2  

1 2 2  

1 29  

487 

28  

34 

607 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 

1 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 20 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 20 

2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 2 . 1 3 . 1 9 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 7 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 7 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 9 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 0 , 5 . 2 7 . 4 . 2 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 4 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 4 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 3 3 ,  5 . 29 . 40 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 3 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 6 ,  3 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 2 3 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 1 4 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 33 , 5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 49 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 , 5 . 3 0 . 4 . 6, 

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 1 

2 . 7 . 4 ,  3 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  3 . 2 . 30 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 . 2 0 ,  5 . 1 . 2 2 ,  5 . 1 . 27 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 6 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 5 .  5 . 1 2 . 1, 

5 . 1 2 . 6 ,  5 . 13 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 4 . 2 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 18 ,  

5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 33 ,  5 . 29 . 42 , 

5 . 29 . 49 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 2 9 . 68 ,  5 . 29 . 89 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 5, 

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 6 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 8 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 5 ,  5 . 3 1 . 2 ,  5 . 3 1 . 9 ,  

6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 5  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 9 6 ,  5 . 29 . 98 ,  

6 . 5 . 1  
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Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Number s  

Brost ron , Jody I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  101542 6 601  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 3  

Browe r ,  B i l l  1 0  T078 3 708 1 . 1  

Brown , Arthur Coeur d ' A l ene , 1 0  101253 6 1 9 5  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

Brown , Caro l yn Ketchum , 1 0  T558 3 8 1 1  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 , 5 . 1 . 3 6 , 5 . 1 3 . 14 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 , 6 . 1 . 1 , 6 . 2  

Brown , L i nda S .  Mer i d i an ,  1 0  101546 6 603 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  

6 . 2  

Brown , M i chae l I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  E478 5 448 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 5  

Brown , N e l l i e I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  10147 1  6 541 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

� Brown , Scott Bo i s e ,  1 0  B224 3 244 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  I 
...... 
......, 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Brown , Scott Bo i s e ,  1 0  E654 5 6 1 4  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

5 . 1 . 43 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Brown i n g ,  E l i zabeth I daho Fa  l l s ,  1 0  E558 5 507 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

Brown i ng ,  E l i zabeth Idaho Fa l l s ,  1 0  101022 6 43 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 

Brownsm i t h ,  Cynt h i a  Bo i se 1 0  B075 3 136  2 . 7 . 2  

Brownwe l l ,  Mark Bo i se ,  1 0  101303 6 324 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Brudene l l ,  I ngr i d  ( Mrs . W i l l i am ) Bo i se ,  1 0  E562 5 509 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  6 . 2  

Brudene l l ,  I ngr i d  ( Mrs . W i l l i am ) Bo i se ,  1 0  101036 6 54 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 6 . 2  

Brudene l l ,  I ngr i d  ( Mrs . W i l l i am ) Bo i se ,  1 0  101240 6 188 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 4 , 5 . 8 . 3 , 5 . 1 2 . 6 , 5 . 29 . 92 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Bruha , George J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  E487 5 455 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  
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Order 

Name Locat i on  No . Vo 1 .  Sect i on Numbers 

Bruha , George J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1.'2 1 5  6 1 7 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

B runner ,  Betsy Bo i se ,  I D  1.'499 6 564 1 . 1 .  6 . 2  

Brunton , Kather i ne Kemb l e  Ketchum, I D 1.'3 1 7  6 335 1 . 1  

Bryson , J i l l  Ha i l ey ,  I D  1.'247 6 192 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 42 

Buch l i ,  Gary L .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E058 4 764 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

Buch 1 i ,  Lavonna Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 067 3 430 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 

Buc h l  i ,  S h i r l ey Pocate l lo ,  I D  E097 4 804 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  3 . 29 . 3 1 , 4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

)::> Buch l i ,  S h i r l ey Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D I 1 066  3 428 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5 ,  
I--' 5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2  
CO 

Bude 1 1 ,  Car 1 Nampa , I D  B053 3 96 1 . 1  

Bueh l e r ,  Verna Pocate l lo ,  I D  1.'294 6 3 18  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Burgess ,  J .  Roger Bo i se ,  I D  B093 3 1 74  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 13 . 1 5 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 33 , 

5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

Burges s ,  J .  Roger Bo i se ,  I D  E 600  5 563 3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 5 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 33 , 

5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

Burke , L i nda Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 057 3 4 1 2  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 4 5 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 04 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

Burke , L i nda Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 52 1  3 544 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 

Burke , Reece W .  I daho Fa l l s .  I D  E 1 32 4 832 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

Burk e ,  Stoney Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  1.'273 6 208 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3  
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Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Burkho l de r .  Agnes Bo i se .  1 0  E 189 5 7 7  1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 2  

Burks . D i ane Tw i n  Fa l l s .  1 0  E345  5 2 7 0  1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 .  2 . 3 .  3 . 4 .  4 . 3 .  4 . 9 . 3 .  4 . 1 5 . 2 .  5 . 29 . 4 5 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  

5 . 30 . 4 . 9 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 .  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

Burk s .  D i ane  Tw i n  Fa l l s .  1 0  T058 3 672  1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 .  2 . 3 .  2 . 7 . 1 0 .  3 . 2 . 2 .  4 . 3 .  4 . 4 . 6 .  4 . 1 0 . 4 .  4 . 1 3 .  

4 . 1 5 . 2 .  5 . 1 0 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 45 .  5 . 29 . 55 .  5 . 29 . 67 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

Bur l ey Area Dev e lopment Comm i s s i on B ur l ey .  1 D  W552 6 607  See Matthews . Pau l W .  

Burnes ( Cepren ) . F r .  Sergus Bo i se . 1 D B031 3 6 1  2 . 6 . 1 .  2 . 1 2 . 5 . 3 . 2 . 2 .  4 . 1 0 . 2  

Burnes ( Cepren ) . Fr . Sergus Bo i s e .  1 D  E 527  5 488 Poems 

» Burnes ( Cepre n ) . Fr . Sergus Bo i se .  1 D  101032 6 52 D i scus s i on 
I 

...... 
\0 Burnes ( Cepren ) . Fr . Sergus Bo i se .  1 D  101199 6 1 6 0  Removed b y  Author 

Burnes ( Cepren ) . Fr . Sergus Bo i se .  1 D  101236 6 184 1 . 1 .  2 . 6 . 1 .  2 . 1 2 . 5 .  3 . 2 . 2 .  4 . 9 . 4 .  4 . 1 0 . 2  

Burnes ( Cepren ) . F r .  Sergus Bo i s e .  1 D  W286 6 3 1 1  4 . 1 3 

Burnes ( Cepren ) . F r .  Sergus Bo i se .  1 D  101287 6 3 1 2  4 . 1 3 

Burn s .  Robert Ketchum . I D  E435 5 407  1 . 1 .  3 . 4 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 .  5 . 2 6 . 2 .  5 . 2 7 . 2 .  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 5 . 29 . 4 1 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

Burns , Robert E .  McCa 1 1 .  I D  101248 6 193  1 . 1 .  6 . 2  

Burn s . Steve I daho Fa l l s .  10  101304 6 325  1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

Burns . Tony I daho Fa l l s .  I D  101326 6 343 1 . 1 .  3 . 4  

Burtenshaw.  C l yde I daho Fa l l s .  1 D  E 008 4 42  1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 . 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 . 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 . 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 .  

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 

Burtenshaw .  C l yde I daho  Fa l l s .  1 D  1 004 3 306 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  
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» 
I 

N 
o 

Name 

Burton , Ra l ph C .  

Burwe l l ,  D i ck 

Burwe 1 1 ,  D i ck 

Burwe l l ,  Mer l i n D .  

But i kofer , Robert 

But i kofer , Robert 

Butters , Mary 

Bybee , R i ta 

Byrom , John P .  

Byrom , John P .  

Cacc i a ,  John C .  

Cagen , R i chard M .  

Cagen , R i chard M .  

Cahoon , J i m  

Cahoon , J i m  

Ca l l ,  L l oyd S .  

Ca 1 1 .  L l oyd S .  

Locat i on 

Ogden , UT 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Moscow , I D  

I nkom , I D  

I daho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Ketchum , I D  

Pocat e l l o ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

F i rt h ,  I D  

F i rt h ,  I D  

Pocat e l l o ,  I D  

Pocat e l l o ,  I D  

Order 

No .  

W 155 

E576  

W066 

E467 

1 058 

W625 

B054 

E 758 

E689 

1 040 

W3 1 6  

E498 

W228 

W174 

W175  

E523 

W039 

Vo 1 .  

6 

5 

6 

5 

3 

6 

3 

5 

5 

3 

6 

5 

6 

6 

6 

5 

6 

129  

5 16  

72  

430 

414  

697  

97  

7 14  

644 

373 

335 

460 

1 78 

143 

144 

483 

56 

Sect i on N umbers  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 32 ,  5 . 29 . 46 

7 . 52 

5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 33 , 5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 49 , 5 . 29 . 66 ,  

5 . 29 . 8 1 , 5 . 29 . 84 , 5 . 2 9 . 89 ,  5 . 29 . 98 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 4 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 26 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 2 9 . 9 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 4 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 95 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 . 5 . 29 . 84 

1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  
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Name Locat i on No . VA l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Cameron , Joyce L .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  W387 6 463 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 5 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Campbe l l ,  Bruce R i gby ,  I D  E 694 5 648 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Campbe 1 1 ,  Bruce R i gby , l D  1 09 1  3 477  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Campbe l l ,  Mary L .  McCa 1 1 ,  l D  W544 6 602 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Campbe l l ,  Robert Bo i se ,  I D  E 262 5 188 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Campbe l l ,  Thoma s ,  Mayor I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 003 3 305 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

» Cannon , Joanne Bo i se ,  l D  B232 3 253 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  
I 

N 
..... Cano , J . ,  Cano , P . , Craven , E .  M . Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  E062  4 767  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  6 . 5 . 1 1  

Cantre l l ,  R i c  Rexburg , I D E 1 48 4 855 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 13 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

Cantre l l ,  R i c Rexburg , l D  1 082 3 453 2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 10 

Cantr i l l ,  Dante Pocat e l l o ,  I D  E 764 5 726  3 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Cantr i l l ,  Jud i e  C .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 760 5 724 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

Capek , John I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W42 1  6 485 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Caputo , Pau l a  Ketchum , I D  E810  5 774 4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 4 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

Car l son , Bette Bo i s e ,  I D  B266 3 285 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

Car l son , Bette Bo i se ,  I D  E 688 5 643 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 5 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0  

Car l son , B l a i r  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 089 4 794 1 . 1 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 7  
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Name Locat i on � Va l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Car l son , Car l  S .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  W478 6 550 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

Car l son , L .  Ray B l ackfoot , 1 0  E 544 5 500 1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 , 6 . 2  

Car l son , L .  Ray B l ackfoot , 1 0  W084 6 82 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Car l son , Leta I daho Fa 1 1  s ,  1 0  W506 6 570 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

Carney , Kath l een Pocate l lo ,  1 0  E 765  5 7 2 7  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

Carney , P h i l  Ketchum , 1 0  E439 5 409 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

Carpente r ,  Lynne Mt n .  Home , I 0 E27 1  5 1 9 5  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

» Carpenter ,  Lynne  Mounta i n  Home , 1 0  W6 15  6 692 7 . 42  
I 

N 
N Carpenter , Rocky Bo i se ,  1 0  B067 3 1 2 6  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 37 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 80 ,  5 . 2 9 . 85 ,  5 . 29 . 8 6 ,  5 . 29 . 88 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 2  

Carpente r ,  Rocky Bo i se ,  1 0  E 243 5 1 58 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 2 9 . 63 ,  

5 . 29 . 80 , 5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  5 . 29 . 8 6 ,  5 . 29 . 88 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 2  

Carr i veau , Lor i Bo i se ,  1 0  B259 3 280 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 14 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  

5 . 29 . 9 2  

Carr i veau , Lor i Bo i se ,  1 0  E670  5 627  1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Carson , Laura Bo i se ,  1 0  E 643 5 605 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Cartee , Bertha M .  I da h o  Fa l l  s ,  1 0  E691  5 646 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  

5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 3 2 ,  5 . 29 . 97 

Cartee , Bertha M .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  1 087  3 470 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 28 . 2 ,  

5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 3 2 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 

Cartee , L .  T .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  1 090  3 4 7 6  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2  
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Cart e r ,  Jerry 

Carter ,  Jerry 

Carter , L i nda 

Carter ,  L i nda 

Casbeau , Max 

Casey , Gregory 

Casey ,  Gregory 

Cas l er , Sa  1 1y 

Cas l e r ,  Sa 1 1y 

Casper , Ph i l  

Cassen , Me l i nda 

Casson , Mark D .  

Cates ,  Garth 

Cates , Garth 

Ce l i ck , Janet R .  

Cernera , P h i l l i p 

Name Locat i on 

Ba i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  I D  

I da ho Fa l l  s , I D 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ;  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Order 

..J!£:.... 
B03 7 

E 1 9 9  

E 7 2 1  

1 508 

T046 

B013  

E 1 7 6  

B079 

E 254 

W365 

W476  

E 2 77  

T005 

B I 1 3  

W351 

3 

5 

5 

3 

3 

3 

5 

3 

5 

6 

6 

5 

3 

3 

6 

68 

84 

674 

5 1 9  

660 

31 

39  

143  

1 69 

446 

547  

201  

605 

200 

436 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  

6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 , 5 . 29 . 32 ,  5 . 29 . 1 08 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 32 , 5 . 29 . 1 08 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 
See Kas sen , Me l i nda 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 8 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 8 . 3 ,  5 . 8 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Vo 1 . Paqe Response

84

39

547



Order 

Name Loca t i on ....!:!2.:..... V o l  . Sec t i on Numbers 

Chackee , A l  I da h o  Fa l l  s ,  1 0  1 544 3 579 See Tschaec he , A . N .  

Chand l er ,  Asa 
Ketc hum , 1 0  E390 5 372  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 22 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 , 5 . 27 . 3 . 3 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 4 , 5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

Chand ler , Asa 
Ketc hum , 1 0  T5 1 7  3 7 5 1  1 . 1  

Chapman , Char les  J .  
Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  E796 5 7 63 1 . 1 .  2 . 3 , 4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 1 1 .  5 . 24 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 85 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Chapman , Cha r l es J .  
Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  T568 3 832 1 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 1 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1  

Cha r l son , K i rk 
Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  T04 1 3 653 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 8  

» Cha s e ,  Patsy 
Bo i se ,  1 0  E 2 l5  5 1 0 1  1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

I 
N 
� 

Cheney , Ke l ly 
R i gby , 1 0  1 03 1  3 362  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Cherry , Rex 
R i gby , 1 0  E035 4 744 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4  

Cherry , Rex 
R igby , 1 0  1 032 3 363 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 

Ch i s ho l m ,  W i l l i am K .  
B u h  1 ,  1 0  T060 3 674 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 13 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 20 ,  6 . 1 . 4 

C h i sho lm ,  W i l l i am K .  
B u h  1 1 0  T561  3 8 1 7  1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

Chr i stensen , A l an L .  
Menan , 1 0  W3 1 2  6 330 1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 

Chr i stensen , Ann L .  
Stan l ey ,  1 0  W500 6 564 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

Chr i stensen , Fred A .  and Dorothy Nampa , 1 0  W182 6 149 1 . 1 .  2 . 3 , 4 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Chr i stensen , Scott A .  
E468 5 431 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

Chr i s t i an s  Pray i ng for Peace 
I daho Fa l l s ,  10 E068 4 7 7 1  See Bonnett ,  Mar i s  ( S i s ter ) 

Location No.  Paqe Response

3

E390 5

3

E796 5

3

3

5

3 362

E035 4 744

3

3

3

330 1.1, 2.2.7, 5.24.23, 5.27.3.4, 5.27.4.5, 5.27.6.1, 5.27.9.1,

W500

E468 5

5.27.11.1, 6.1.2



:t:> 
o 

N 
<.n 

Name 

Chr i st i ans  Pray i ng for Peace 

Chr i stofferson , John E .  

Chu , Ted 

Chubb , Mary Ann 

Chupa , Marge 

Chupa , Marge 

Church Women Un i ted 

Church Women Un i ted 

C i t i zens  Aga i nst Nuc Weapons & Exterm i nat i on 

C i t i zens  for I daho 

C i t i zens  for Idaho 

C i ty of B l ackfoot 

C i ty of Moscow 

Locat i o n  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I da h o  Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

T w i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ca ldwe 1 1 ,  I D  

Ca l dwe 1 1 ,  I D 

Coeu r d ' A l en e ,  I D  

I d a  h o  Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

Moscow , I D  

Order 

No . 

1 047 

E018 

1,.154 1 

E414  

E472  

T563 

B020 

E l80  

1,.1528 

E022 

1 0 1 6  

1,.1131  

1,.1284 

Vo l .  

3 

4 

6 

5 

5 

3 

3 

5 

6 

4 

3 

6 

6 

393  

266  

600 

392  

443 

821  

44 

55 

586 

2 76  

3 3 7  

1 1 2  

2 1 7  

Sect i on Numbers 

See Bonnett , Mar i s  ( S i ster ) 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 29 . 84 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 7 , 6 . 1 . 9 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 22 ,  4 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 4 

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 1 2 

See Bauman , Mar i lyn 

See Bauman , Mar i lyn 

See Hanson , Gertrude 

See Watk i n s ,  Dane 

See Watk i n s ,  Dane 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  3 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  

3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 6 , 3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 1 8 ,  3 . 2 . 20 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  

3 . 2 . 2 7 ,  3 . 2 . 30 ,  3 . 2 . 3 1 , 3 . 2 . 3 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  

4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 8 ,  

5 . 1 . 9 ,  5 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 . 22 ,  5 . 1 . 2 7 ,  5 . 1 . 30 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  

5 . 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 8 ,  5 . 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 6 . 5 ,  5 . 7 . 1 .  5 . 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 8 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 1 3 . 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 3 . 6 , 

5 . 13 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 9 ,  5 . 1 4 . 2 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 7 . 3 ,  

5 . 1 9 . 3 ,  5 . 20 . 3 ,  5 . 20 . 8 ,  5 . 20 . 9 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 3 ,  5 . 23 . 1 8 ,  

5 . 23 . 1 9 ,  5 . 23 . 24 ,  5 . 23 . 2 6 ,  5 . 24 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 26 ,  

5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 , 

5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 33 ,  

Page Response

44

337



Name 

C i ty of Moscow 

C lapp , Dav i d  E .  

C l a rk ,  Arthur M .  

C l a rk ,  Bever l y  

C l ark , Bever l y  

C l ark , Dona l d  R .  
):> 

I 

� C l ark , Pat r i c i a  

C l ark , Robert B .  

C l ark , Robert B .  

C lark , Robert L .  

C l ayton , J .  E .  

C l ayton , J .  E .  

C l ayton , J .  E .  

C l eave l and , E d i t h  F .  

C l i fford , Kev i n  

C l i fford , Kev i n  

Loca t i on 

Moscow , I D  

At lanta , GA 

B l ack foot , I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

B o  i se , I D 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Order 

N o .  

\;1284 

\;1006 

\;1159 

E592 

\;1222 

\;1 1 5 1  

B036 

E698 

I 1 00 

\;1508 

E 524 

\;1054 

\;1160 

\;1465 

B268 

E250 

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

5 

6 

6 

3 

5 

3 

6 

5 

6 

6 

6 

3 

5 

2 1 7  

5 

1 3 1  

530 

1 75 

1 2 6  

68 

654 

494 

571  

484 

66 

132  

535  

287 

1 64 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 49 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  5 . 29 . 81 , 

5 . 29 . 95 .  5 . 29 . 97 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 6 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 8 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 3 1 . 2 , 5 . 3 1 . 9 , 6 . 1 . 1 , 6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 1 . 4 , 6 . 1 . 7 , 6 . 2 , 6 . 3  

Acknow l edgement Rece i pt 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 0 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 78 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 16 

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 0 , 3 . 4 , 5 . 2 5 . 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 .  3 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 6 , 2 . 7 . 4 , 5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 4 . 1 , 5 . 9 . 3 , 5 . 1 3 . 18 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 4 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 0 ,  

5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 13 . 6 ,  5 . 1 3 . 18 ,  5 . 2 5 . 5 ,  

Paqe Response



):::0 
I 

N 
......., 

Name 

C l i fford , Kev i n  

C lover,  R i chard S .  

Coates , Nancy 

Cobb l ey ,  Steve and Tamara 

Cob l e ,  Daphne 

Cochran , Thomas 

Cochran , Thomas 

Cochran , Thomas B .  

Cochran , Thomas B .  

Cochran , Thomas B .  

Cochran , Thomas B .  

Cochran , Thomas B .  

Cochran , Thomas B .  

Cochran , Thomas B .  

Co i ner ,  K imbe r l y  

Co i ner ,  Wa lt  

C o l e ,  Chr i s t i ne 

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Wash i ngto n ,  DC 

Was h i ngto n ,  DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Bo i se ,  I D  

K i mber-l y ,  I D 

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Order 

� 
E 2 50 

E 1 10 

E746 

W469 

E365 

E0 1 2  

1 005 

W584 

W585 

W586 

W587 

W588 

W589 

W590 

W562 

E 789 

E367  

Vo l .  

5 

4 

5 

6 

5 

4 

3 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

5 

5 

1 64 

814  

700 

540 

352  

249 

307 

676  

677 

677  

678 

678 

679  

679  

663 

757 

3 53 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 13 

2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 3 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3  

2 . 2 . 9 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 1 2 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 6 , 4 . 7 . 1 ,  

4 . 7 . 3 , 4 . 9 . 5 , 4 . 1 0 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 . 1 0 , 5 . 2 . 13 ,  

5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 8 

2 . 1 2 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 7 , 4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 . 18 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 28 . 2 ,  7 . 1 ,  7 . 1 1 

7 . 1 1 

7 . 1 2 

7 . 13 

7 . 1 4 

7 . 1 5 

7 . 1 6 

7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response



Order 

Name Locat i on .Ji£.:.... Vo l .  Sec t i on Numbers 

Co l e ,  T i na Sun Va l l ey , I D  T510  3 743 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Co 1 1  i n s , C lark Pocate l lo ,  I D  E0 19  4 270  1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 1 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

Co l l i n s ,  C lark Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 0 1 2  3 329 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 8 , 2 . 10 , 3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

Combe , Robert I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E437 5 408 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3  

Combe , Robert I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  T527 3 7 62 2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 32 

Commander ,  J .  C .  P r i nceton , NJ 11' 1 53 6 127  2 . 7 . 1 0 , 2 . 1 0 , 3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

Comm i ttee for I daho ' s  H i gh Desert P i cabo , I D  E357 5 284 See O ' Crow ley ,  Janet 

Commi ttee for I daho ' s  H i gh Desert P i cabo , I D  T504 3 733 See O ' Crow ley ,  Janet 
)::> 

I 
N 
CO Commons , Deborah B .  Ha i l ey ,  I D  11'318 6 336 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3  

Con l ey ,  Jerry Bo i se ,  I D  11'32 1  6 338 5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 6 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 9 . 6  

Con l ey ,  Pame l a  Bo i se ,  1 0  8061  3 1 18 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 5  

Con l ey ,  Pame l a  Bo i se ,  I D  E238 5 1 50 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 1 1 .  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

Con 1 i n ,  Ron C .  Chubbuck , I D E 5 1 2  5 4 7 1  1 . 1  

Con 1 i n ,  Ron C .  Chubbuck , I D 11'099 6 90 1 . 1  

Conner , Br ian  Bo  i se , I D E 704 5 662 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Conrod , E l i zabeth Ketchum , I D  E404 5 385 1 . 1  

Conroy , R i chard A .  McCammon , I D E024 4 7 1 9  1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

Paqe

743

733

90

Response



::t:> 
I 

N 
1.0 

Name 

Conroy , R i chard A .  

Conroy , R i chard A .  

Conroy , R i chard A .  

Cook , W i l l i am V .  

Cooke , Kerry 

Cooke , Kerry 

Coon , Magg i e  

Coon , Magg i e  

Cooper ,  Gertrud M .  

Cope land , Nora 

Corke , Pat r i c i a  

Cork e ,  Pat r i c i a  

Corne l l , Char les  1.' . , J r .  

Corne l l ,  C i ndy 

Cornwa l l ,  Warren 

Cosho , Janet 

Locat i on 

McCammon , I D 

McCammon , I D 

McCammon , I D 

Ketchum ,  1 0  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Sun  Va l ley , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Order 

No . 

E52 1  

1 0 1 9  

1.'038 

C:438 

B209 

E 629  

B057 

E231  

1.'41 1  

1.'281 

B226  

E 186 

1.'363 

1.'364 

E640 

B 1 02  

Vo  1 .  

5 

3 

6 

5 

3 

5 

3 

5 

6 

6 

3 

5 

6 

6 

5 

3 

482 

344 

55  

409 

226 

593 

1 0 7  

1 1 5 

479 

213 

248 

74 

445 

446 

603 

186 

Sect ion  N umbers 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 9 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 4 

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 32 ,  5 . 8 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 9 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 0 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 l . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

2 .  1 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 .  I ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 3 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 80 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  

6 . 1 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 80 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 , 

6 . 1 . 1 0 

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Page Response
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409

593

74

445



Order 

N ame Locat i on N o .  Vo l .  Sect ion Numbers 

Cosho , Janet Bo i se , I D E607 5 569 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Cottre l l ,  Robert L .  and Gay B l ackfoot , I D E072  4 7 7 6  1 . 1  

Cra i g ,  Larry,  Congressman Was h i ngton , DC B002 3 1 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

Cra i g ,  Larry , Congressman Was h i ngton , DC E 1 6 1  5 5 2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 1 2 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Cra i gh i l l ,  Caro l Bo i se ,  I D  W322  6 339 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 3  

Cram , O le Bo i se ,  I D  E 2 1 2  5 99  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  5 . 20 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

Cram , O l e  Bo i se ,  I D  E632 5 596 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  6 . 2  

Cresap , Da l e  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D W232 6 181  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 
� 

I 
W 

Crockett , Gregory I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  0 1 042  3 3 7 6  1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Crow , D i an e  Bo i se ,  I D  E656 5 6 1 7  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 .  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Crowe , D i ane Bo i se ,  I D  B227 3 249 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Crow l e y ,  L i nda Coeur d ' A l ene , I D  W323 6 340  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 9 4 ,  6 . 2  

C u l hane , T i mothy Bo i s e ,  I D  B212  3 230  1 . 1 . 2 . 1 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8  

Cunn i ngham , R i chard E .  Was h i ngton , DC W344 6 358 3 . 2 . 23 

Cutt i ng ,  Apr i l Ha l l  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 042 4 7 5 1  1 . 1 .  6 . 3  

Cutt i n g ,  Apr i l Ha l l  Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 038 3 3 70  1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Cutt i ng ,  Cra i g  Ha l l  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 043 4 751  1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 , 3 . 4  

Dadaby , John Bo i s e ,  I D  B068 3 127  1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response
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358



Order 

Name Locat i on N o .  Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Da i nes , Don I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1.'495 6 561  1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

Da l ey ,  Dav i d  and Mary J .  Bo i se ,  I D  1.'505 6 569 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 13 . 1 4 

Da lton , W i l l i am J .  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  E 733 5 686 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 4 . 23 

Da l y ,  Kather i ne Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 1 22 4 821  1 .  1 .  4 .  1 3 ,  4 .  1 5  . 1 ,  5 .  29 . 3 1 , 6 .  2 ,  6 .  3 

Da l y ,  Kather i n e  Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 073 3 440 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Da l y ,  Kath r i ne Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 528 3 554 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 33 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Dance , She l don I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E591  5 530 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Dance , S he ldon I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1.'223 6 1 7 5  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  
l> 

I 
W 

Daugherty , M i ke LaGrande , OR 1.' 196  6 1 58 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7  ...... 

Dav i d ,  An i ta I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E541  5 499 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Dav i d ,  An i ta I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1.'080 6 80 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Dav i d ,  Ra l ph M .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E540 5 498 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Dav i d ,  Ra l ph  M .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1.'079 6 79 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Dav i dson , Mar i l ee Bo i s e ,  I D  1.' 1 7 1  6 141  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 94  

Dav i es ,  Joan F .  Ha i l ey ,  I D  1.'246 6 192  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

Dav i es ,  Patr i c i a  and James Ketchum , I D  1.'165  6 137  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 2  

Dav i s ,  C l arence and Grace R .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 104 4 8 1 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

Dav i s ,  Donna Hansen-, I D  T081  3 7 1 2  1 . 1  

Dav i s ,  Jeff Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 1 18 4 8 1 9  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 2  

Page Response
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l> 
I 

W 
N 

Name 

Dav i s ,  M i che l e  

Dav i s ,  M i c he l e  

Dav i s ,  Spencer 

Dav i s ,  W. Jackson 

Dav i s ,  W. Jackson 

Day , Bob 

Day , N i ck 

Day , N i ck  

De Fabry , Darre l l  

De Turk , Suzanne 

DeBow , Brad 

DeBow , Brad 

DeFogg i ,  V i rg i n i a  

Deasen , Ben 

Dejma l ,  Susan 

Loca t i on 

Ketchum,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Santa Cruz , CA 

Santa Cruz , CA 

Sun Va l l ey , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Sun V a l l ey ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

I daho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Bozeman , MT 

Order 

No . 

E452 

T532 

B018 

B007 

E l 7 1  

E440 

E 725  

1 5 13  

W39 5  

W522 

E 1 2 1  

1 07 1  

E213  

1 551  

W289 

Vo 1 .  

5 

3 

3 

3 

5 

5 

5 

3 

6 

6 

4 

3 

5 

3 

6 

4 1 9  

769 

43 

19 

1 5  

4 1 0  

679  

528 

467 

581 

820 

437 

1 00 

586 

314  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2  

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 14 , 5 . 27 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 2  

5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 19 ,  5 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 1 . 26 ,  

5 . 1 . 2 7 ,  5 . 1 . 3 9 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 8 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 1 . 7 , 5 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 . 13 ,  

5 . 1 . 1 4 , 5 . 1 . 1 5 , 5 . 1 . 1 9 , 5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 1 . 24 , 5 . 1 . 2 6 , 5 . 1 . 2 7 ,  

5 . 1 . 3 1 , 5 . 1 . 39 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 27 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 95 

1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 2 , 5 . 8 . 1 , 5 . 1 8 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 28 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 8 . 1 ,  5 . 18 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 28 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

2 . 1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1  

4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  

5 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  
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Order 

Name Locat i on � 
Dejma 1 ,  Susan Bozeman , MT 10'289 

De 1 i s  i 0 ,  Den i se  Bo i se ,  I D  E 708 

Dempsey,  T r i na Sun Va l l ey , I D  10'51 7 

Denn i s ,  L i sa Bo i se ,  I D  E 646  

Denn i s ,  L i sa M .  Bo i se ,  I D  10'009 

Department of Energy , I daho I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  WOOS 

Dept . of Hea l th  & Human Serv i ces At lanta , GA 10'006 

l> 
I 

Deue l ,  Herb Buh l ,  I D  T552 w 
w 

D i a 1 ,  John H .  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  10'146 

D i  l l ard , S herry Buh l ,  I D  E 797  

D i l l ard , Sherry Buh l ,  I D  T570 

D i an ,  J .  J .  Bo i s e ,  I D  B238 

D i an ,  J. J .  Bo i se ,  I D  E664 

D louhy,  Debb i e  Spokane , WA 10'139 

Dona rt , Sa l ly Ketchum , I D  E l88 

Dona rt , Sa l ly Ketc hum , I D  T559 

Donne l ly ,  Denn i s  O .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  E 4 1 7  

V a  l .  

6 3 1 4  

5 665  

6 5 77  

5 607 

6 3 5  

6 4 

6 5 

3 804 

6 1 23  

5 7 65  

3 834 

3 257  

5 622 

6 1 18 

5 756  

3 813  

5 394 

6 . 2  

1 . 1  

Sect i on N umbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 29 . 95  

See Ofte , Don 

See C lapp , Dav i d  E .  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 1 . 2 , 3 . 2 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 1 . 2 , 3 . 2 . 18 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 4 . 2 , 4 . 1 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 29 . 85 

1 . 1 , 4 . 4 . 2 , 4 . 1 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 29 . 85 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 6 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 6 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 1 . 9 ,  2 . 1 3 . 4 ,  5 . 8 . 7 ,  

Page  Response



)::0 
I 
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""'" 

Name 

Donne l ly ,  Denn i s  O .  

Donne l ly ,  Denn i s  O .  

Donovan , R i c hard 

Donovan , R i chard 

Donovan , R i chard 

Doug las , Dav i d  

Doug las , Dav i d  

Doug l as , Norma 

Doug las , Norma 

Dow , Barry 

Down i n g ,  Joan K. and G l enn  Ray 

Drayton , Stephen W .  

Locat i on 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  l D  

Bo i s e ,  l D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey , I D  

Sun Va l l ey , I D  

McCa l l ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Chubbuck , I D 

O rder 

� 
E 4 1 7  

W2 1 2  

B009 

E 1 73 

W556 

B069 

E244 

T006 

W307 

E 2 1 4  

E 1 1 4  

W447 

Vo l .  

5 

6 

3 

5 

6 

3 

5 

3 

6 

5 

4 

6 

394 

1 68 

24  

31  

6 1 5  

1 28  

1 59 

606 

326  

1 00  

8 1 7  

505 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 1 0 . 1 7 , 5 . 1 0 . 2 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 , 5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 2 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 18 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 1 . 9 ,  2 . 1 3 . 4 ,  5 . 8 . 7 ,  5 . 8 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 1 , 5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 35 , 5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 18 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5  

3 . 2 . 3 1 , 5 . 7 . 1 , 5 . 1 7 . 3 , 5 . 1 9 . 3 , 5 . 19 . 4 , 5 . 19 . 6 , 5 . 23 . 25 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 6 ,  5 . 3 1 . 7 

3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 3 ,  5 . 19 . 3 ,  5 . 19 . 4 ,  5 . 19 . 6 , 5 . 23 . 25 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 6 ,  5 . 3 1 . 7  

2 . 4 ,  2 .  1 1 .  6 ,  2 .  1 1 .  7 ,  5 .  1 .  1 0 ,  5 .  1 .  23 , 5 .  1 .  47 , 5 .  1 .  48 , 5 . 3 .  1 .  

5 . 3 . 2 ,  5 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 3 . 5 ,  5 . 3 . 7 ,  5 . 3 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 . 1 5 ,  5 . 3 . 1 6 ,  

5 . 3 . 18 ,  5 . 3 . 19 ,  5 . 3 . 20 ,  5 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 6 . 6 ,  5 . 6 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 1 .  5 . 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 7 . 3 , 5 . 7 . 4 , 5 . 7 . 5 , 5 . 8 . 5 , 5 . 8 . 1 1 , 5 . 8 . 1 2 , 5 . 8 . 1 4 , 5 . 8 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 8 . 18 , 5 . 8 . 19 , 5 . 9 . 2 , 5 . 1 3 . 7 , 5 . 1 3 . 20 , 5 . 1 6 . 3 , 5 . 1 7 . 1 ,  

5 . 18 . 1 .  5 . 18 . 3 ,  5 . 19 . 1 ,  5 . 19 . 2 ,  5 . 19 . 3 ,  5 . 19 . 4 ,  5 . 19 . 5 , 

5 . 19 . 6 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 1 . 7 ,  5 . 23 . 6 , 5 . 23 . 1 2 ,  5 . 23 . 20 ,  5 . 23 . 25 ,  

5 . 29 . 5 1 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  5 . 29 . 7 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 20 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 23 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 6 ,  5 . 3 1 . 3 ,  5 . 3 1 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 20 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 0 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

Page Response



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Dro l l i nger , Larry Pocate l l o ,  I D  E069 4 772  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

Dro l l i nger , Larry Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  1 048 3 394 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  

5 . 28 . 7  

Drougas , Thomas C .  Sun Va l ley ,  I D  W200 6 1 6 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4  

Drown , Lynn R .  and No l a  E .  F i  l er ,  I D  W382 6 460 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Drown , Teresa Ketchum , I D  E383 5 3 63 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Drown , Teresa Ketchum , I D  E800 5 767  1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

» Drown , Teresa Ketchum , I D  T57 1  3 836 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  
I 

w 
U1 Druss , Mark Bo i se ,  I D  W629 6 701  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 5  

DuFoss e ,  Bryan Bo i se ,  I D  B258 3 2 79 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

DuFosse , Bryan Bo i se ,  I D  E249 5 163  1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

Duncan , Larry and Jera l d i ne B l ackfoot , I D  E 528 5 490 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Duncan , Larry and Jera l d i ne B l ackfoot , I D  W123  6 106  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Dunham , Mary S .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E066 4 7 69 1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

Dun l a p ,  Pau l C .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E489 5 456 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Dun lap , Pau l C .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W 109 6 97 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Dunn , A .  Da l e  Bo i se ,  I D  W 1 58 6 1 3 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Durb i n ,  E l a i ne Bo i se  " I D E2 1 1  5 98 1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Durham , Les  1 i e  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 1 23 4 822 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 2  

Paqe Response
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Dykes , Fred W .  Pocat e l lo ,  I D  '.127 4  6 208 5 . 1 5  

Eastern I daho Chapter Hea l th  Phys i c s  Soc i ety I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E023 4 7 1 9  See Honkus , Roche l l e J .  

Eastern I daho Chapter Hea l th  Phys i c s  Soc i ety I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 0 1 7  3 340 See Horan , John R .  

Eastern I daho Chapter Hea l th  Phys i c s  Soc i ety I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 1 5 1 6  3 534 See Horan , John R .  

Eastern I daho Chapter Hea l th  Phys i c s  Soc i ety  I da  ho  Fa l l  S ,  I D '.1496 6 561  See  Horan , John R .  

Eastern i daho Chapter Hea l th Phys i cs Soc i ety I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  '.1532 6 591 See Honkus , Roche l l e J .  

Eastern I daho Chapter Hea l th  Phys i c s  Soc i ety I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D '.1578 6 673 See Horan , John R .  

;:r;. Eastern I daho Chapter Hea l th  Phys i c s  Soc i ety I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  '.1579 6 673  See Horan , John R .  
I 

W 
(J) Eastern I daho Counc i l  on I ndustry and Energy Pocate l l o ,  I D  E019A 4 2 7 1  See  M i l l e r ,  Roy , Sr . 

Eastern I daho Counc i 1 on I ndustry and Energy Pocate l l o ,  I D  E529 5 491  See  M i l l e r ,  Roy , Sr . 

Eastern I daho Counc i l  on I ndustry and Energy Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 0 13  3 330 See M i l l er , Roy , Sr . 

East ern I daho Counc i l  on I ndustry and Energy Pocate l lo ,  I D  '.1120 6 105 See M i l l e r ,  Roy , Sr . 

Eastern I daho Counc i l  on I ndustry and Ene rgy Pocate l l o ,  I D  '.1 12 1  6 105  See  M i l l er , Roy , Sr . 

Eastern I daho Fa l l s Rotary C l ub I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D '.1267 6 205 See Hackbarth , P h i l 

East l ak e ,  S usan Bo i se ,  I D  B087  3 1 58 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1  

East lake , Susan Bo i se ,  I D  E26 1  5 188 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1  

Eastman , Kat h l een McCa 1 1 ,  J D  '.1288 6 3 13  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 28 ,  5 . 7 . 23 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 42 ,  

5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 89 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

Eaton , Mardo Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E301 5 230 1 . 1  

Page Response
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Name Locat i on N o .  V o  l .  Sec t i on Numbers 

Eaton , Mardo Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  W427 6 490 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 23 . 8 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Ecc les , E l o i se Ann Bo i se ,  I D  B073 3 134  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 , 5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 1 . 24 , 5 . 1 . 34 , 5 . 1 . 44 , 5 . 24 . 2 7 

Ecc les , E l o i se Ann Bo i s e ,  I D  E 248 5 1 63 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 1 . 2 5 ,  5 . 1 . 34 ,  5 . 1 . 44 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 

Econom i c  Deve lopment Comm i ttee B lackfoot CofC B lackfoot , I D  W385 6 462 See Fer r i n ,  Lynda 

Edge l y ,  Rona ld  L .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 724  5 6 77  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2  

Edgers , Debb i e  Ketchum ,  I D E 3 1 4  5 245 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 

Edgers , Debb i e  Ketchum , I D  T037 3 649 1 .  1 ,  5 . 1 .  36 

» 
, Edg l ey ,  Rona l d  Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 5 1 1  3 524 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 24 . 31 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2  (.oJ 

......., 

Edwards , T .  J .  I da h o  Fa l l  s ,  I D W486 6 555 1 . 1  

Eggert , James A .  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  W261 6 201  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

Eggert , Kath leen A .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  W260 6 201  1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E l der , G i nney LaGrande , OR W573 6 670 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 29 . 32 , 

5 . 29 . 8 7 

E l l e ,  Jean Pocate l l o ,  I D  E692 5 647 1 . 1 , 2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 2  

E l l e ,  Jean Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 088 3 472  1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

E l l e ,  John Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 7 2 0  5 672  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  

5 . 29 . 1 0 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 3  

E l l i ott , Art Bo i se ,  I D  W209 6 1 66 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

E l l i s ,  Lynn F .  Bo i se ,  I D  W348 6 36 1  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2  

Paqe Response
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E l l  i s ,  Mat thew Bo i se ,  1 0  W345 6 359 5 . 29 . 87 

E l l i s ,  Megan Bo i se , 1 0  W347 6 360 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 1 3 , 6 . 2  

Emberton , Dav i d  Bo i se ,  1 0  B 1 1 7  3 206 1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 , 5 . 1 . 46 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

Emberton , Dav i d  Bo i s e ,  1 0  E618  5 580 1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 , 5 . 1 . 46 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2  

Embree , G lenn F .  R i gby , I D  W452 6 508 1 . 1 , 5 . 8 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 7 , 5 . 1 0 . 9 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 0 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 9 

Emery , Dr . A .  C .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  T549 3 798 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 23 

Env i ronment a l  Defense Fund Denver ,  CO 1 009 3 320  See Kassen , Me l i nda 

Env i ronmenta l Defense Fund Bou l der , CO W559 6 658 See Kas sen , Me l i nda 
:I:> 

I 
W 
ex> Env i ronmenta l Defense Fund Bou l der , CO W581 6 67 5 See Kassen , Me l i nda 

Env i ronmenta l Defense Fund Bou l der ,  CO W582 6 67 5 See Kassen , Me l i nda 

Env i ronment a l  Defense Fund Bou lder , CO W583 6 676  See  Kas sen , Me l i nda 

Env i ronment a l  Defense Fund Bou l der , CO W619  6 694 See Kassen , Me l i nda 

Env i ronment a l  Project Rev i ew Wash i ngton , DC W462 6 524 See B lanchard , Bruce 

Erben , John I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 09 7  3 490 4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

E r i ck son , R i chard F .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  E 53 1  5 493 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

E r i ckson , R i chard F .  Pocate 1 1  0 ,  I D  W0 1 6  6 39 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

Esche l i n ,  Chr i s  Bo i s e ,  I D  B0 1 7  3 42 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 18 ,  6 . 3  

E schen , Chr i s  Bo i s e ,  1 0  B213  3 231 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1  

Eschen , Mar i a  Bo i s e ,  1 0  B052 3 85  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 1 4 

Paqe
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Eschen . Mar i a  Bo i se .  I D  W 1 64 6 134 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 .  3 . 2 . 1 5 .  4 . 1 3 .  4 . 1 5 . 5 .  5 . 1 . 3 6 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 14 

E schen . Thomas B .  Bo i se .  I D  B015  3 3 6  1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 .  4 . 1 3 .  5 . 2 . 1 5 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 2 7 .  6 . 2  

E sc hen . T homas B .  Bo i se .  I D  E 1 78 5 43 Reference 

Evans .  Scott Pocate 1 1 0 .  I D  E 135  4 834 1 . 1 . 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

Evan s . T r i sha I daho Fa l l s .  ID  E049 4 755  1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

Evans-Campbe l l .  Athena Bo i se .  I D  E 263 5 189 1 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

Fadnes s . Dan Sa lmon . I D  W36 1  6 444 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Fa i rch i ld .  Dor i s  Buh  1 .  I D  E 7 7 6  5 740 1 . 1 .  3 . 1 . 3 .  3 . 2 . 23 .  4 . 1 3 .  4 . 1 5 . 5 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 .  5 . 1 7 . 2 .  
» 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 .  5 . 29 . 9 7 . 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 I 
w 
\0 

Fa i rc h i  l d .  Dor i s  Buh l ,  I D  T074 3 7 04 1 . 1 ,  3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 23 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Fa l cone r .  Mark Bo i se ,  I D  B089 3 1 68 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

Fa l coner . Mark Bo i se ,  I D  E 59 7  5 561  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 6 . 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

Fa lconer , R .  Mark Bo i se ,  I D  E 703 5 660 1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 , 6 . 4 . 1  

Fa l k i ng ham . Dav i d  W .  I daho Fa l l s .  I D  E 732  5 685 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Fa l k i ngham , Dav i d  W .  I daho Fa l l s .  I D  W156  6 130 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

Fa l k i ngham , Suzanne I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 73 1  5 685 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Fa l l owf i e l d .  Susan Rutt Ketchum , I D  E309 5 241 1 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Fa l lowf i e ld ,  Susan Rutt Ketchum ,  I D  T032 3 644 1 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Fann , Robert I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 02 7  4 736  1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

Page Response
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Fann , Robert I daho Fa l l  s ,  I D 1 022 3 352 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

Farber , Jason Bos i e ,  I D B019 3 44 1 . 1  

Farnsworth , Frank and Sue Pocate l l o ,  I D  1.'353 6 438 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 2 

Fasano , Greg Jackson , WY 1.'41 0  6 479 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

Fauc i ,  Joan Pocate l lo ,  I D  1.'185 6 1 5 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 

Fease , James Bo i se ,  I D  B262 3 283 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Fease ,  James Bo i se , I D E686 5 642 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

» 
Federat i on of Ame r i can Sc i ent i sts Wash i ngton , DC E0 1 1  4 235 See A l b r i ght , Dav i d  

I 
� 
0 Federat i on of Amer i can Sc i ent i st s  Was h i ngton , DC 1 0 1 1  3 326  See A l b r i ght , Dav i d  

Federa t i on o f  Ame r i can Sc i ent i st s  Was h i ngton , DC 1.'621 6 695 See A l b r i ght ,  Dav i d  

Federat i on o f  Ame r i can Sc i ent i sts Wash i ngton , DC 1.'622 6 695 See A l b r i ght , Dav i d  

Federat i on o f  Amer i can Sc i ent i st s  Wash i n gton , DC 1.'623 6 696 See A l b r i ght , Dav i d  

Ferguson , Char l e s  and Rosa l i e I daho F a l l s ,  I D  E505 5 464 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

Ferguson , Cha r l es and Rosa l i e I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1.'089 6 84 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

Ferguson , W i l l i am A .  Bo i s e ,  I D  1.'407 6 474 1 . 1  

Ferr i n ,  Lynda B l ackfoot , I D  1.'385 6 462 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Feuerborn , Pat Pocate l l o ,  I D  E051  4 7 56  1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Feuerborn , Pat Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 043 3 378 1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 1 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 , 6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 3  

F i chter , Edson Pocate l l o ,  I D  E053 4 759 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8  

Page
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F i n l ayson , R i chard S .  Pocate l lo , l D  

F i n l ayson , R i chard S .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D 

F i n n ,  Rebeca Bo i se ,  I D  

F i sher , Cha r l es M .  Bo i s e ,  I D  

F le i schmann , Gary I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

F le i schmann , Gary I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

F le i schmann , Pame l a  Pocate l l o ,  I D  

:x:-
F l i nn ,  A l i c i a  B o  i s e ,  I D 

I 
+>-
....... F l i n n ,  A l i c i a  Bo i se ,  I D  

F lood , Kat i e  and John P i cabo , I D  

F lood , Kat i e  and John P i cabo , I D  

F lowers ,  Jeanne Ketchum ,  I D  

Foraker-Thompson , Jane Bo i s e ,  I D 

Forstmann , Candy Ha i l eY , l D  

Fortner , Sh i r l ey I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

F ot herg i 1 1 ,  A 1 Bo i se ,  I D 

Fow l e r ,  Ron Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Franc e ,  Ernest Jerome , I D 

Order 

N o .  Vo l .  --

E 536 5 

W 1 1 6  6 

B234 3 

E l 70 5 

E 73 6  5 

1 520 3 

E735  5 

B253 3 

E680 5 

E39 1 5 

T5 18  3 

E433 5 

E621  5 

W3 10  6 

W497 6 

B I l l  3 

E426 5 

E280 5 

496 

101 

255 

14 

689 

542 

688 

274 

638 

374 

752 

406 

583 

329 

563 

1 98  

401  

2 1 3  

Sect i on N umbers 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 . 7 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 4  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 7 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

1 .  1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 23 

3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 5 

Page Response
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France , E rnest Jerome , ID TO l l  3 6 1 6  1 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 6 , 5 . 3 1 . 1 5 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

Freeman , Ly le  R i gby , I D  E722  5 6 7 6  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

Freeman , Ly l e  R i gby , I D  1 509 3 522  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

Freeman , Webb , Sharp , Tarren , Morr i s  Bo i se ,  I D  W523 6 582 1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 2  

Fre i tas , Frank I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E290 5 2 2 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

Fre i tas , Frank I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  T018 3 627  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1  

Fremont County Comm i s s i oners St . Anthony , I D  W250 6 194 See S i ddoway , James 

French ,  Lex i e  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 501 3 506 1 . 1 .  2 . 8 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  
;p 

I 
� Freund , Ga i l  Ketchum,  I D  E451 5 4 19  1 . 1  
N 

Freun d ,  Robb i e  A .  Ketchum , I D  E335 5 263 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 

Fr i tz ,  Jane Sandpo i n t ,  I D  T077 3 7 08 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 2  

Fuentes , Rene Bothe 1 1 ,  WA W333 6 351  1 . 1 .  6 . 3  

Fuentes-W i l l i ams , L .  Coeur d ' A l en e ,  I D  W534 6 595 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 6 ,  2 . 8 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 9 . 5 , 4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  

5 . 23 . 1 ,  5 . 2 6 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1  

Fuentes -W i l l i ams , T .  Coeur d ' A l en e ,  I D  W320 6 337 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  2 . 8 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 3 . 2 , 3 . 2 . 2 7 ,  3 . 6 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  

4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 6 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 90 

Fug i t ,  Scott W .  Bo i se ,  I D  W389 6 464 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

Gabr i nett i ,  Tom Ketchum , I D  E304 5 235  1 . 1 .  4 .  1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 85 ,  6 . 1 .  2 

Gabr i nett i ,  Tom Ketchum , I D  T554 3 806 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

Gagner , Lee I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 739 5 691 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  
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Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers 

Gagner , Lee I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 522  3 545 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

Ga l ey ,  Norm Lew i ston , I D  W362 6 445 1 . 1  

Ga l i ndo , L u i z  Bo i se ,  I D  B248 3 2 69 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 , 6 . 1 . 1 , 6 . 3  

Ga l i ndo , Va l e r i e  Bo i se ,  I D  B245 3 266 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  

6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Ga l i ndo , Va l e r i e  Bo i se ,  I D  E 674 5 629 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  

6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Ga l p i n ,  Amos Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  W306 6 326  1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Ga l p i n ,  Caro l J .  Sun  Va l l ey ,  I D  W42 5  6 488 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  
» 

I 
� 

Gardne r ,  Kathyrn Ann Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E784 5 75 1  1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 6 Vol 

Gardner , Kathyrn Ann Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T578 3 844 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

Garman , Steven P .  Ketchum ,  I D  E382 5 362 1 . 1 , 5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 1 . 30 , 5 . 1 . 40 , 5 . 29 . 87 

Garn , Troy I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W626 6 698 7 . 53 

Garv i n ,  Chuck Bo i s e ,  I D  B l 1 4 3 202 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3  

Garv i n ,  Chuck Bo i se ,  I D  E 6 1 6  5 576 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 

Gauchay , V i ck i e  Dubo i s ,  I D  1 553 3 589 1 . 1 ,  6 . 4 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Geery , Dan i e l  She l l ey ,  I D  E 099  4 806 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Geery , Dan i e l  S he l ley ,  I D  1 069 3 433 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Geery , Dan i e l  She l l ey ,  I D  W575 6 671  7 . 2  

Paqe Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo 1 .  Sect i on Numbers 

Geery , Dan i e l  She l l ey , I D  1.'576 6 672 7 . 3  

Gehrke , C ra i g  Bo i se ,  I D  B2 1 0  3 228 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Gehrke , Cra i g  Bo i se ,  I D  E 630 5 594 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Gehrk e ,  Pame l a  Bo i s e ,  I D  1.'292 6 3 1 7  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 28 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

Ge i s l e r ,  Tr i s h  E 7 1 0  5 666 1 . 1  

Gent i 1 1  on , J i l l  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 1 1 2  4 8 1 6  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 2  

Gerhart , Joann S .  and P h i l i p A .  Ketchum , I D  E448 5 4 1 7  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  
J> 

I 
+>0 Gertschen , Chr i st i ne A .  S u n  Va l l ey , I D  1.'293 6 3 1 8  1 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1  
+>0 

Gertschen , R .  J .  Ketchum , I D  1.'358 6 442 1 . 1 , 2 . 5 . 4 , 2 . 1 0 , 4 . 3 , 5 . 1 . 3 6 , 5 . 27 . 3 . 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

Getus l y ,  Karen Bo i s e ,  I D  1.'535 6 596  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 , 5 . 3 0 . 5 . 7  

G i bson , D i ane P .  Ketchum , I D  E436 5 408 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7  

G i bson , G l enda Bur l ey ,  I D  E459 5 425 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 7 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1  

G i bson , John E .  Ketchum , I D  E801  5 768 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

G i fford , Mer l i n  Pocate l lo ,  I D  1.'193  6 1 57 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

G i l c hr i s t ,  Ho l ly Bo i se ,  I D  E707  5 664 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

G i lmore , Bob La  Grande , OR 1.'300 6 323 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

G i lmour , B r i dget Wood R i ver  Va l ley ,  I D  E300 5 229 3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 9  

G i lmou r ,  Br i dget Wood R i ver  Va l l ey ,  I D  T028 3 640 3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 9  
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Name 

G laccum , E l l en 

G l accum , E l l en 

G lasgow , JoAnn 

G lasscock , V i rg i n i a  and Dan i e l  

G l oba l Env i ronment a l  P roject I nst i tute 

G loba l Env i ronmenta l  Project I n s t i tute 

G love r ,  Sandy 

G love r ,  Sandy 

Goepe l ,  Dav i d  

Goepe l ,  Dav i d  

Go l dschm i dt , Ne i l ,  Governor 

Go ldsm i t h ,  G l en 

Gore , J onathan 

Graham , Caro l yn 

Grant , Mary 

Grayson , Ken 

Grayson , Steve 

Greater Bo i se Area Chamber of Commerce 

Loca t i on 

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

P i cabo , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  

S a  l em ,  OR 

Lava Hot Spr i ngs , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Order 

� 
E 3 1 6  

T039 

W513 

E434 

E356 

T503 

E 539 

W078 

E697 

1 094 

W628 

W549 

E401  

E379 

1.'291 

1.'275  

E 0 7 1  

B089 

Vo l .  

5 

3 

6 

5 

5 

3 

5 

6 

5 

3 

6 

6 

5 

5 

6 

6 

4 

3 

246 

651 

574 

406 

282 

730 

498 

79 

653 

485 

699 

605 

382 

36 1  

3 1 7  

209 

776  

1 68 

Sect i on N umbers 

4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 , 6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

See Hawkes , Jud i th 

See Hawkes , Jud i th 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 83 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 83 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 8 ,  3 . 5 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 2 1 . 5 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  

5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 2 6 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 1 0 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 13 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 6 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 7 ,  5 . 3 1 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 4 5 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1  

See Fa l coner , Mark 

Paqe Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Greater Bo i se Area Chamber of Commerce Bo i se ,  I D  E 597  5 561  See Fa l cone r ,  Mark 

Greater Pocate l lo Econom i c  Growth Counc i l  McCammon , I D E 024 4 7 1 9  See Conroy , R i c hard A .  

Greater Pocate l lo Econom i c  Growth Counc i l  McCammon , I D E 52 1  5 482 See Conroy , R i c hard A .  

Greater Pocate l lo Econom i c  Growth Counc i l  McCammon , I D 1 0 1 9  3 344 See Conroy , R i c hard A .  

Greater Pocate l lo Econom i c  Growth Counc i l  McCammon , I D W038 6 55 See Conroy , R i c hard A .  

Greater Ye l l owstone Coa l i t i on Bozeman , MT W289 6 3 14  See  Dejma l ,  Susan 

Greathouse , Lowe l l  F i  l er , I D  E308 5 240 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

l> 
Greathouse , Lowe l l  F i  l e r , I D  T030 3 641  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  I 

� 
CJ) 

Green , Jud i e  Jerome , I D E 7 7 1  5 737  1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Green , Jud i e  Jerome , I D  T068 3 694 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

Green , Ron C .  Pocat e l l o ,  I D  E466 5 429 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Green , Sy l v i a  Ha i ley , I D  E3 1 1  5 242 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

Green , Sy l v i a  Ha i l ey ,  I D T034 3 646 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Greenpeace Seatt l e ,  WA E070  4 773 See Beard , James 

Greenpeace Seat t l e ,  WA 1 049 3 396 See Beard , James 

Gr i ff i n ,  Lou i s  H .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W539 6 599 1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 , 6 . 3  

G r i ff i t h ,  Dav i d  J .  and  Jacque l i ne I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W269 6 206 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

Gr i f f i t h ,  John Ketchum , I D  W168  6 139 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

Paqe
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Name 

Groundwater A l l iance 

Gudge l l ,  Raven 

Gue l zow , Harry L .  

Gu i l es , Peggy 

Gu i l es , Peggy 

Gundersen , Lorra i ne 

Gundersen , Lorra i ne  

Gut i e rrez , Dav i d  J .  

Hackbart h ,  P h i  1 

Haddon , B i l l  D .  

Haddon , B i l l  D .  

Haddon , B i  1 1  D .  

Haddon , Ver l ow 

Haddon , Ver l ow 

Hahn , R i chard 

Hahn , R i cha rd 

Ha i l ey , C i ty of 

Ha l l ,  B lake 

Locat i on 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

McCa l l ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  1 0  

Nampa , I D  

Nampa , 1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  1 0  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se , I D 

Ha i l ey , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Order 

No . 

T008 

E225  

W422 

B2 1 5  

E 634 

B I 05 

E 6 I 0  

W436 

W267 

E 5 1 7  

W047 

W129  

E 098  

1 068 

B094 

E60l  

W553 

E086 

Vo l .  

3 

5 

6 

3 

5 

3 

5 

6 

6 

5 

6 

6 

4 

3 

3 

5 

6 

4 

6 1 1  

108 

486 

234 

598 

190 

57 1  

497 

205 

476 

6 1  

1 1 0  

805 

432 

1 7 5  

564 

607 

788 

Sect i on Numbers 

See McCann , An ita  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See M i x ,  Mary Ann 

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  

Paqe Response
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Name 

Ha l l ,  B l ake 

Ha l l ,  B l ake 

Ha 1 1 ,  Da 1 e O . 

Ha 1 1 ,  Da 1 e O . 

Ha 1 1 ,  Da 1 e O . 

Ha 1 1 ,  Denn i s  

Ha 1 1 ,  Gary R .  

Ha 1 1 ,  Patr i c i a  

Ha 1 1 ,  Pat r i c i a  

Ha l l ,  R i ck  

Ha 1 1 ,  R i ck 

Ha 1 1 ,  Susan 

Ham i l ton ,  Curt i s  

Ham i l ton , Curt i s  

Hammann , L i nda 

Locat i on 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B o i se , I D  

Bo i se , I D 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Order 

N o .  

E086 

1 008 

B 2 1 7  

E635 

101 1 52 

E625  

E 705 

B055 

E228 

E313  

T036 

101341 

B2 19  

E636 

1012 58 

Va l .  

4 

3 

3 

5 

6 

5 

5 

3 

5 

5 

3 

6 

3 

5 

6 

788 

3 1 7  

235  

598 

126  

589 

663 

1 00  

1 1 0  

245 

649 

355 

237 

599 

199  

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 , 

5 . 2 9 . 9 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  

5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 2 ,  

5 . 28 . 6 , 5 . 29 . 4 1 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

2 . 1 . 1 , 2 . 5 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  5 . 14 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 2 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 1 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 1 3 . 9 ,  5 . 1 4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 0 . 1 0 ,  5 . 23 . 22 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 1 .  2 . 5 . 4 ,  3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 3 . 9 ,  

5 . 1 4 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 1 0 ,  5 . 23 . 22 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 4 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 .  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 0 ,  6 . 4 . 3  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 0 ,  6 . 4 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Page Response
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Name Locat i on N o .  Vo L Sect i on Numbers 

Hammond , C .  E .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E485 5 454 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Hammond , C .  E .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W226 6 1 7 7  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Hammond,  Waynette More land , I D E484 5 453 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Hammond ,  Waynette More land , I D  W227 6 1 7 7  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Hammond , Wendy B lackfoot , I D  E 568 5 5 1 2  l . l ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Hammond , Wendy B l ackfoot , I D  W028 6 47 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Hanawa I t ,  Vance Ha i l ey I D  T064 3 686 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Han d ,  Dav i d  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E550 5 503 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  
::x:-

I 
.+>0 

Han d ,  Dav i d  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W096 6 88 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  1.0 

Haney , Car l McCammon , I D W197  6 1 59 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 

Hangg i ,  Pat  Ketchum , ID  E407 5 386 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 2 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Hansen , Dorothy Bo i se ,  I D  6035 3 67 1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Hansen , Dorothy Bo i se ,  I D  E 198 5 84 4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Hansen , E r i c  D .  She l l ey ,  I D  W617 6 693 7 . 44 

Hansen , Mary Lou and Pau l 6 .  Teton i a ,  I D  W41 2  6 480 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

Hansen , V i rg i l D .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 560 5 508 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Hansen , V i rg i l D .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W024 6 44 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Han som , V i rg i n i a  Ha i l ey , I D  E408 5 387 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

Hanson , C l ayne A .  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  E574 5 5 1 5  l . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

Page Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on  No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Hanson , C l ayne A .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W050 6 63 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

Hanson , Gertrude Coeur d 'A l ene , I D  W528 6 586 2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 5  

Hanson , Mark Bo i se ,  I D  W346 6 359 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2  

Harb i son , John W .  B l ackfoot , I D E 546 5 501 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3  

Harb i son , John W .  B l ackfoot , I D W 1 00 6 92  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3  

Hard i n g ,  Andrew Ketchum , I D  E344 5 270  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Hard i ng ,  Andrew Ketchum ,  I D  T057 3 67 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

J> Hard i ng , Chr i s  Ketchum , I D  T055 3 669 1 . 1  
I 

(J1 
C> 

Hardman , Pat t i  Ha i l ey , I D  W 1 69 6 140 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 

Harker , Barbara Bo i s e ,  I D  B095 3 1 7 7  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 6 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 65 ,  5 . 29 . 1 07  

Harker ,  Barba ra Bo i s e ,  I D E 602 5 565  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 6 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 4 2 ,  5 . 29 . 65 ,  5 . 29 . 107 

Harker ,  Dan Bo i s e ,  I D  B097 3 182 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

Harke r ,  Dan Bo i se ,  I D  E 603 5 566  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

Harmon , J .  Frank Pocate l l o ,  I D  E279  5 2 1 2  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

Harmon , J .  Frank Pocate l lo ,  I D  T0 10  3 6 1 5  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 7  

Harms , John Bo i se ,  I D  B099 3 183 3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

Harms , John Bo i se ,  I D  E604 5 567 3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

Page Response
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Name Locat i on � VA 1 .  Sect i on N umbers 

Harper , John J .  B lackfoot , I D  W133 6 1 1 3  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Harpe r ,  Marv i n  J .  B lackfoot , I D  W1 50 6 1 2 5  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

Har r i ngton , James A .  B l ackfoot , I D  E087 4 7 9 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Harr i s ,  Kenneth E .  and Sarah J .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  W390 6 464 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

Har r i son , Lex L .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 55 1  5 504 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Har r i son , Lex L .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  WI06 6 9 6  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Harron , John Bo i se ,  I D  W282 6 2 1 4  1 . 1  

Harry ,  Jeff Bo i se ,  I D  B265 3 284 2 . 7 . 9  
» 

I 
(J1 

Har t ,  Ray I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 5 1 5  5 474 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6  ........ 

Hart , Ray I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W095 6 87 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6  

Hart l i n e ,  Ra l ph A .  I da ho Fa l l  s , I D  W627 6 698 7 . 54 

Hast i ngs , Leanne Bo i s e ,  I D E 7 1 2  5 667  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 13 

Hatab ,  Chr i s t i ne  Bo i se ,  I D  B240 3 259 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 29 . 63 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Hatab ,  Chr i s t i ne Bo i s e ,  I D  E 666  5 623 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 29 . 92 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Hatch ,  Dawn Pocate l lo ,  I D  W049 6 6 2  1 . 1  

Hatch ,  R .  Terry Bo i se ,  I D  W33 5  6 352  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

Hauder , Larry Bo i se ;  I D  B030 3 59 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 1 3 

Haude r ,  Larry Bo i se ,  I D  E 1 9 6  5 8 1  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 3 

Paqe Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo 1 .  Sect i on Numbers 

Hausrath ,  Anne S i tes Bo i se ,  I D  B027 3 57 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Hausrat h ,  Anne S i tes Bo i se ,  I D  E l 94 5 80 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Hawker , M i  l burn , Jr . Montev i ew ,  I D  E506 5 465 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

Hawker , M i l burn , J r .  Montev i ew ,  I D  1.'23 1 6 180 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

Hawkes , Jud i t h  Ketchum , I D  E356 5 282 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 3 8 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  

5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 56 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

Hawkes , Jud i t h  Ketchum , I D  T503 3 730 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  

5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 56 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

Hawk i n s , James Bo i se ,  I D  B008 3 23 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  
)::> 

I 
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Hawk i n s , James Bo i se ,  I D  N E l 72 5 30  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

Hayden , M i chae l Pocate l lo ,  I D  E l09 4 8 14  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 13 

Hayes , M i chae l  A .  Ha i ley ,  I D  1.'149 6 1 2 5  1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Hayes , Roger Bo i s e ,  I D  B214  3 232 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 8 , 2 . 8 . 7 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  

5 . 22 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Hayes , Roger Bo i s e ,  I D  E633 5 597 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  4 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Haynes , Cat he r i ne Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T567 3 830 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 1 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 2  

Haynes , Karen and Tom Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  1.'290 6 3 1 6  1 . 1  

Hayward , LaMar I daho Fa l l s ID 1 063 3 424 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Haywar d ,  Myna B l ackfoot , I D  E 5 1 1  5 470  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

Hayward , Myna B l ackfoot , I D  1.'1 28 6 1 09 1 . 1 . 3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8  

Page
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Name 

Hea ley ,  Patr i c i a  R .  

Hea l y ,  M i c ha e l  P .  

Heath , Judy 

Heberg e r ,  Roy 

Heberger ,  Roy 

Hedden- N i ce l y ,  Andy and Deborah 

Hedge , Anne L .  

Hedge , Anne L .  

Hedge , Dav i d  

Hedge , Dav i d  

Hefferman , Lo i s  

He i lman , June E .  

He i lman , June E .  

He i mbac h ,  Dav i d  V .  

ler 

Locat i on 

Be l levue , I D  101336 

Ha i ley , I D  101014  

Buh  1 ,  I D  E441  

Bo i se ,  I D  B 1 06 

Bo i se ,  I D  E 6 1 1  

Bo i se ,  I D  101438 

S un Va l ley , I D  E342 

Sun  Va l l ey , ID  T053 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  ID  E 3 1 0  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T033 

Bo i se , I D 101437 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  E061  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  E808 

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  101186 

Vo l .  

6 

6 

5 

3 

5 

6 

5 

3 

5 

3 

6 

4 

5 

6 

353 

38 

4 1 0  

1 9 1  

5 7 2  

498 

267 

667 

242 

645 

498 

766 

773  

1 5 1  

Sec t i on Numbers 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1  

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 2 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 4 ,  2 . 2 . 1 2 ,  2 . 8 . 6 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 , 

5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  

6 . 4 . 4  

2 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 8 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 99 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 8 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 4 . 1 6 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 99 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 .  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 2 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 .  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1  

J. Paqe Response



Name 

He imbac h ,  Dav i d  V .  

He i n r ich , Thomas G . , J r .  

Hemi ngway , Mrs . John H .  

Hemm i ngway , Ruth  

Hendr i cks , Denn i s  K .  

Hendr i cks , Sy l v i a  

Hendr i ckson , Brad 

Henna , An i ta 
::x:-

I 
<..n 
""" Hense l ,  Dav i d  

Herbert , John W .  and Gera l d i ne A .  

Herri ngton , Ruth 

Hesse l barth , Woody 

Hesse l barth , Woody 

Heylmun , Ga i l  

Heylmun , Ga i l  

H i bbs ,  Robert A .  

H i gg i nbotham , Jan 

Locat i on 

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I da h o  Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

V i ctor , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa l l ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

B o  i se , I D 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Order 

No . 

W39 6  

E799 

W475 

B098 

W454 

W453 

W377  

E779  

E037 

W548 

W189 

B051 

E209 

B l 1 5  

E 6 1 7  

W464 

E393 

Vo l .  

6 

5 

6 

3 

6 

6 

6 

5 

4 

6 

6 

3 

5 

3 

5 

6 

5 

467 

7 67 

546 

183 

5 1 1  

5 10  

456 

743 

745 

604 

153 

84 

97  

203  

577 

535 

376 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1  

4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 .  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 25 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 97 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30  

1 . 1 , 4 . 13 , 5 . 1 . 40 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 5  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 5  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 3 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 20 ,  5 . 13 . 9 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 , 5 . 29 . 1 07 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 3 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 20 ,  5 . 13 . 9 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 1 07 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2  

Paqe Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

H i gg i n s , A l ex Ketchum ,  I D  W374 6 455 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

H i gg i n s ,  Bert Bo i se ,  I D  E593 5 531 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

H i gg i n s ,  Bert Bo i s e ,  I D  W221  6 1 74 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

H i gg i nson , K .  Ke i t h  Bo i se ,  I D  W630 6 701 5 . 1 6 . 3  

H i l l ,  Beth Pocate l lo ,  I D  E579 5 524 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 2  

H i l l ,  Beth Pocate l lo ,  I D  W060 6 69 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

H i l l ,  C .  E .  Bo i se ,  I D  E590  5 529 1 . 1 .  6 . 2  

H i l l ,  C .  E .  Bo i se ,  I D  W224 6 1 76 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  
::t=-

I 
(Jl H i l l ,  De lor i s  G .  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  E532 5 494 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 (Jl 

H i l l ,  De l o r i s  G .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W018 6 4 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 

H i l l ,  Von J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E076  4 7 78 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 

H i t z ,  Bebe I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W574 6 671  7 . 1  

H i xon , Me l i s sa H .  Sun Va l l ey , I D  E594 5 531  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

H i xon , Me l i ssa H .  Sun V a  l l ey , I D  W220 6 1 74 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Hoefnage l s ,  Cees Bo i se ,  I D  B244 3 265 1 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 2 

Hoefnage l s ,  Cees Bo i se ,  I D  E673 5 629 1 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

Hoene , Ann Ha i l ey , I D  W3 14  6 333 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

Hoen e ,  Ph i 1 Ha i l ey , I D  E 7 9 1  5 759 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  6 . 1 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

Hoene , P h i l Ha i l ey ,  I D  T565 3 825 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

Paqe Response

69

41

333



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Hoen i g ,  M i l ton M .  Was h i ngton , DC W46 1 6 521  2 . 7 . 1 3 , 3 . 5 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 5 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 27 ,  5 . 1 . 30 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 8 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 ,  5 . 25 . 1 ,  

5 . 25 . 4 ,  5 . 26 . 1 .  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 04 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 13 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 4 . 7  

Hoff , G l or i a  K .  and Doug l as C .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  W135 6 1 14 1 .  1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 .  1 ,  6 . 1 .  2 

Hoff , Rodney Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 1 1 1  4 8 15  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 

Hoffman , M i ke She l l ey ,  I D  E566 5 5 1 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

Hoffman , M i ke She l l ey ,  I D  W062 6 70  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

Hoffman , R i ta S e l l ers Mt n .  Home , I D E270  5 194  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

:t:> Hogan , Jeff Bo i se ,  I D  E 709 5 665 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  I 
U"1 
()) 

Hogan , Mary Jane Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 564 5 5 1 0  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Hogan , Mary Jane Pocate l lo ,  I D  W035 6 54 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Hogan , W i l l i am E .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E737 5 690 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 

Ho l derreed , Andrew H .  Buh 1 ,  I D  W431  6 493 1 . 1 .  3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 , 5 . 29 . 3 1 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

Ho I t ,  Jane Bo i se ,  I D  B 100  3 184 3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

Ho I t ,  Jane Bo i se ,  I D  E605 5 568 1 . 1 , 3 . 5 . 2 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 . 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 6 , 5 . 29 . 87 

Han , W i l l  i am A .  Bo i se ,  I D  E554 5 505 1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Han , W i l l  i am A .  Bo i se ,  I D  W094 6 87 1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Hondo , Caro lyn Bur l ey ,  I D  E446 5 4 1 5  1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 1 8 , 4 . 1 3 , 5 . 27 . 2  

Hondo , Caro lyn Bur l ey ,  I D  T573 3 839 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 . 1 0 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 , 6 . 3  

Paqe Response
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87



Order 

Name Locat i on N o .  

Honkus , Roche l l e J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E023 

Honkus ,  Roche l le J .  I da ho Fa l l s ,  I D  W532 

Hopk i n s ,  T i m  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  E 033 

Hopp i e ,  Kim Gaardner Bo i se ,  I D  B251  

Hopp l e ,  W .  B .  and Ho l ly Buh l ,  I D  E378 

Horan , John R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 0 1 7  

Horan , John R .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 5 1 6  

� Horan , John R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W578 I 
l.T1 
'I 

Horan , John R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  l D  W579 

Hor i ,  A l i ce C .  Bo i se ,  I D  W33 1 

Horrock s ,  C ha r les  R .  B lackfoot , l D  W443 

Hosk i n s , B r i dgette Buh  1 ,  I D  E 3 1 9  

Hosk i n s , George Buh 1 ,  I D  E 3 1 8  

Houston , I rv Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T5 14  

Howard , R .  P .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 1 0 1  

Howe , John Thayn e ,  J r  I daho Fa l l s ,  l D  E 1 28 

Howe , Rob i n  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 1 29 

Howe l l ,  Denn i s  Pocate l l o ,  l D  E 693 

Vo l .  

4 7 1 9  

6 591  

4 742 

3 273 

5 360 

3 340 

3 534 

6 673 

6 673 

6 349 

6 503 

5 248 

5 248 

3 748 

4 808 

4 828 

4 829 

5 647 

1 . 1  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 8 . 8 ,  5 . 1 8 . 4 ,  5 . 1 9 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 

1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 8 . 8 ,  5 . 1 8 . 4 ,  5 . 1 9 . 4 ,  

5 . 24 . 32 

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 29 . 95 

7 . 5  

7 . 6  

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 , 4 . 7 . 1 , 5 . 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 1 3 . 1 6 , 5 . 29 . 42 , 5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 1 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 , 4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

Page
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)::> 
, 

U1 
CO 

Name 

Howe 1 1 .  Denn i s 

Howe 1 1 ,  Roberta 

Humberger ,  G i l 

Humme l ,  Kay , and Fereday , Jeff 

Hunter , Ed 

Hunter , Ed 

Hunter , Ed  

Hunter , E d  

Hunter , J oe W .  

Hunter , J oe W .  

Huston , J oan 

Huston , J oan 

Hutch i nson , Dav i d  

Hyde , ',I i 1 1  i am 

Hyde , W i l l i am 

Hyde , W i  1 1  i am 

I D  Conservat i on L eague 

Locat i on 

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Sun V a l l e y ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocat e l l o ,  I D  

Order 

� 
1 089 

',1356 

',148 1  

',1489 

E425 

E l l 7  

1 502 

T525 

E 556 

',1077 

E299 

T027 

E798 

E499 

',1076 

',1381 

1 057 

Vo l .  

3 

6 

6 

6 

5 

5 

3 

3 

5 

6 

5 

3 

5 

5 

6 

6 

3 

474 

440 

552 

557 

400 

670 

507 

761 

506 

78 

229 

639 

766  

461 

78 

459 

4 1 2  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 

1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 7 ,  2 . 2 . 1 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 13 . 1 6 , 3 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 1 1 . 1 .  

5 . 1 . 38 , 5 . 1 . 46 , 5 . 4 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 2 2 , 5 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 8 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 1 00 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  

5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 

1 .  1 ,  2 . 1 .  2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 .  1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

5 . 2 5 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 5 . 6  

5 . 2 5 . 6  

See Burke , L i nda 

Page Response
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Order 
Name Locat i on N o .  Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

ID Conservat i on L eague Pocat e l l o ,  I D  1 52 1  3 544 See Burke ,  L i nda 

I daho AFL-C I O  Bo i se ,  I D  B 0 1 4  3 34 See Kern s ,  James E 

I daho AFL-C I O  Bo i se ,  I D  E098 4 805 See Haddon , Ver low 

I daho AFL-C I O  Bo i s e ,  I D  E I 7 7  5 4 1  See Kern s ,  James E 

I daho AFL-C I O  Bo i se ,  I D  1 068 3 432 See Haddon , Ver l ow 

I daho Assoc iat i on of Commerce and Industry Bo i s e ,  I D  B013  3 3 1  See Casey, Gregory 

I daho Assoc i at i on of Commerce and I ndustry Bo i se ,  I D  E 1 76  5 39  See Casey , Gregory 

I daho B u i l d i ng Contractors Assoc . Bo i se ,  I D  1.'209 6 1 66 See E l l i ott , Art 
» 

I 
lTI I daho Cho i ce Coa l i t i ons  Co lorado Spr i ngs , CO E009 4 43 See We i da ,  W i l l i am \D 

I daho Cho i ce Coa l i t i ons  Co lorado Spr i ngs , CO  1 007 3 3 1 4  See We i da ,  W i l l i am 

I daho Conservat i on League Bo i s e ,  I D  B057 3 1 0 7  See Coon , Magg i e  

I daho Conservat i on League Bo i se ,  I D  E231  5 1 1 5  See Coon , Magg i e  

I daho Department of Commerce Bo i s e ,  I D  B008 3 23 See Hawk i ns ,  James 

I daho Department of Commerce Bo i se ,  I D  E I 7 2  5 3 0  See Hawk i n s ,  James 

I daho Department of Hea lth & We l fare Bo i s e ,  I D  B009 3 24  See Donovan , R i chard 

I daho Department of Hea lth  & We lfare Bo i se ,  I D  E 1 73 5 3 1  See Donovan , R i c hard 

I daho Department of Hea lth & We l fare Bo i se ,  I D  1.'556 6 6 1 5  See Donovan , R i chard 

I daho Department of Law Enforcement Bo i se·, I D  BO l l  3 2 7  See R i chardson , Mack 

I daho Department of Law Enforcement Bo i se ,  I D  E 1 74 5 33 See R i chardson , Mack 

Page

544
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Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sec t i on N umbers 

I daho Department of Transportat i on Bo i se , I D BOlO 3 26 See K i ebert , Kerm i t  

I daho Department o f  Water Resources Bo i se ,  I D  W630 6 7 0 1  See  H i gg i nson , K .  Ke i th 

I daho Fa l l s Center for H i gher Educat i on I daho Fa l l s ,  J D  W369 6 449 See T i ngey , Fred H .  

I daho Fa l l s  Chamber o f  Commerce I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E010A 4 233 See Kop low ,  I ra 

I daho Fa l l s Chamber of Commerce I daho Fa l l s ,  J D  1 01 0  3 324 See Kop low,  I ra 

I daho Fa l l s C i ty Reso lut i on I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E007 4 4 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

I daho Fa l l s  Schoo l D i str i ct #9 1  I da ho  Fa l l  s ,  J D  E5 15  5 474 See Hart , Ray 

I daho Fa l l s Schoo l D i str i c t  #9 1  I daho Fa l l s ,  J D  W095 6 87  See  Hart , Ray 

» 
J 

Q) I daho Fa l l s ,  C i ty of I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D E007 4 41 See I daho Fa l l s C i ty Res . 
0 

I daho Fa l l s ,  C i ty of I daho Fa l l s ,  J D  1 003 3 305  See  Campbe l l ,  Thomas , Mayor 

I daho F i sh & Game Bo i se ,  I D  W32 1  6 338 See Con l ey ,  Jerry 

I daho Hea lth  Prof . for Soc i a l  Respons i b i l i ty Bo i se , I D B015  3 36  See E schen , Thomas B .  

I daho Hea l th Prof . for Soc i a l  Respon s i b i l i ty Bo i se ,  I D  E l 78 5 43 See Eschen , Thomas B .  

I daho Museum o f  Natura l H i story - I SU Pocate l l o ,  I D  W285 6 3 1 1  See Akersten , W i l l i am A .  

I daho Organ i zat i on for Nuc l ear Safety Moscow , I D B012  3 28 See Brosc i ous , Chuck 

I daho Organ i zat i on for Nuc lear Safety Moscow , I D E l 7 5  5 34 See B rosc i ous , Chuck 

I daho Power Co . B l ackfoot , I D  E546 5 501  See  Harb i son , John W .  

I daho Power Co . B l ackfoot , I D  W100 6 92  See Harb i son , John W .  

I daho Repub l i c Party E0 10  4 58 See Pet i t i ons  and Cards , 

Page Response



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

I daho Repub l i can Party I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E086 4 788 See Ha 1 1 ,  B lake 

I daho Repub l i can Party I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 008 3 3 1 7  S e e  H a  1 1 ,  B lake 

I daho State Senate Bo i se ,  I D  E 163 5 8 See R i sch , James , State Senator 

I daho ,  State of Bo i se ,  I D  B003 3 1 2  S e e  Jones , J i m ,  Attorney Genera l 

I daho ,  State of Rexbu rg , I D  B004 3 1 4  S e e  R i cks , Mark , State Senator 

I daho , State of Bo i s e ,  I D  BOOS 3 1 5  See Kennev ick , Jack , Representat i ve 

I daho , State of I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  B006 3 1 6  S e e  Ryda l c h ,  Ann , State Senator 

I daho ,  State of Bo i s e , I D  E 1 62 
):> 

5 7 See Jones , J im ,  Attorney Genera l 

I 
O'l 
I--' 

I daho , State of Rexburg , I D  E 1 64 5 9 See R i cks , Mark , S tate Senator 

I daho ,  State of Bo i se ,  I D  E 1 65 5 1 0  S e e  Kennev ick , Jack , Representat i ve 

I daho ,  State of I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D E 1 66 5 1 1  See Ryda l c h ,  Ann , State Senator 

Ikard , Dorothy J .  B l ackfoot , I D  E561  5 509 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3  

Ikard , Dorothy J .  B l ackfoot , I D  W025 6 45 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3  

Ikard , Ike  B lackfoot , I D  W569 6 667 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

I nternat . ' 1  B rotherhood of E lectr i ca l  Workers B lackfoot , I D  E020 4 272  See Wa l ters , Jon F .  

I nternat . ' 1  Brotherhood of E lectr i ca l  Workers B lackfoot , I D  1 0 14  3 332 See Wa l ters , Jon F .  

I nternat i ona l Un i on of Opera t i ng Eng i neers Pocat e l l o ,  I D  E069 4 772  See Dro l l i nger ,  Larry 

I nternat i ona l Un i on of Operat i ng Eng i neers Pocat e l l o ,  I D  1 048 3 394 See Dro l l i nger ,  Larry 

I saacs , Chr i st i ne  D .  Bo i se ,  I D  W180 6 147  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Paqe Response

15

45

394



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers 

I sham , S .  Ketchum , I O  E444 5 4 13  1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

I vory , Oon B .  Mer id i an ,  1 0  E324 5 2 5 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

I vory , Don B .  Mer i d i an ,  1 0  T042 3 655  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

I vory,  Pame la  Mer i d i an , I D  W416  6 482 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

Jackson , Andrea Bo i se ,  I O  B233 3 2 54 1 . 1 , 4 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Jackson , Andrea Bo i se ,  1 0  E660 5 620 1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Jackson , Jay R .  Bo i s e ,  1 0  .W566 6 665 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 2  

Jackson , Maureen Bo i se ,  I D  W568 6 667 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  
:x:-

I 
en Jackson , Mer l e  o .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  W 187 6 1 52 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1  N 

Jackson , T im I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  1 036 3 3 69 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

James , Robert C .  E 622  5 586 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

Jang 1 ,  James F .  Coeur d ' A l ene , 1 0  E 5 10  5 469 1 . 1  

Jang 1 ,  James F .  Coeur d ' A l ene , 1 0  W086 6 83 1 . 1  

Jarv i s ,  Jeff Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  T 574 3 840 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5 , 

6 . 5 . 1 1  

Jayne , Gera ld  I daho Fa l l s ,  I O  1 52 5  3 548 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 22 . 6  

Jayne , Jerry I da ho Fa 1 1 s ,  1 0  E 743 5 696 1 . 1 ,  3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  

5 . 22 . 6  

Jenk i n s , P a u l  I da  ho Fa  1 1 s ,  I D E587 5 528 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4  

Paqe Response
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» 
I 

0"1 
W 

Name 

Jenk i ns , Pau l 

Jensen , Dw i ght 

Jense n ,  Dw i ght 

Jensen , J .  A l l en  

Jensen , J .  A l len  

Jensen , Peter  and Jan ice  

Jerg i ns , Co l v i n  

Jobe , Lowe l l  A .  

Johnson , A l  B .  

Johnson , Joann Crane 

Johnson , Karen 

Johnson , Me l i ssa 

Johnston , Jeff 

Johnstone , J i m  

Johnstone , J im 

J o l l ey ,  Bryce D .  

Jones , Caron R .  

Jones , G lenn 

Locat i on 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocat e l l o ,  I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I s land Park , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

R i gby , I D  

Buh l ,  I D  

Pocate l lo , I D  

Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  

Rexburg , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

F i rt h ,  I D  

Pocat e l l o ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Order 

� 
W21 7  

E563 

W026 

E094 

1 062 

W384 

1 08 1  

W557 

T556 

E 134  

E 1 45 

1 532  

B201  

E495 

W083 

W202 

E 139  

B239 

Vo l .  

6 

5 

6 

4 

3 

6 

3 

6 

3 

4 

4 

3 

3 

5 

6 

6 

4 

3 

1 72 

5 10  

45  

799  

422 

461  

451 

657 

809 

833 

840 

559 

2 1 5  

459 

8 1  

1 62 

837 

258 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 32 , 5 . 29 . 95 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 , 4 . 13 , 5 . 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 26 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1  

3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

4 . 1 3 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Page Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect ion  Numbers  

Jone s ,  G lenn Bo i s e ,  I D  E 665 5 622  1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Jones , J im ,  Attorney Genera l Bo i s e ,  I D B003 3 1 2  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Jones , J im ,  Attorney Genera l Bo i se ,  I D  E 1 62 5 7 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

Jones , Mary Ketchum , I D  E341 5 2 6 7  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Jones , Mary F i l e r ,  I D  E456 5 422  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 5 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Jones , Mary Ketchum , I D  T052 3 666  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Jone s ,  Mary F i l e r ,  I D  T537 3 7 73 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 1 3 . 5 , 5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

» Jones , Mary and Steve Garden Va l ley ,  I D  E469 5 431  1 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  I 
(J) 
+>-

Jones , M i c hae l R .  Bo i se ,  I D  B077 3 140 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 26 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

Jone s ,  M i c hae l R .  Bo i se ,  I D  E251  5 1 66 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 6 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 3 ,  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Jone s ,  Ross  I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  I D  E040 4 747  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 2  

Jones , Ross I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 1 034 3 366  1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 2  

Jones , Teresa Bo i se ,  I D  B235 3 256 1 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Jone s ,  Teresa Bo i se ,  I D  E661 5 620  1 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Jones , V i rg i l  Lee Bo i se ,  I D  E185 5 73  1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 

Joseph , J i l l  Hagerman , I D 1<1332 6 350 1 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 6 ,  6 . 3  

Josephy , Me 1 i ssa  Ha i l ey , I D  E285 5 2 1 7  1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response

773

747



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers  

Jos l yn .  A l v i n  W .  Mer i d ian . I D  B208 3 224 1 . 1 .  5 . 9 . 3 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2  

Jos l yn .  A l v i n  W .  Mer i d ian . I D  E 1 69 5 13  1 . 1 . 5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2  

Jos l yn .  A l v i n  W .  Mer i d i a n .  I D  E628 5 591  1 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2  

Juant . Dana B l ackfoot . I D  E079  4 780 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Judd . Sean D .  Pocate 1 10 .  1 D E 1 38 4 836 1 . 1 .  3 . 4  

J u l l .  Pau l a  Pocate l l o .  I D  E 1 33 4 833 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 .  5 . 2 . 1 5 .  5 . 24 . 22 .  6 . 3 .  6 . 5 . 2  

Ju l l .  Pau l a  Pocate 1 1 0 .  I D  1 0 76  3 445 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  4 . 3 .  4 . 1 3 .  5 . 2 . 1 5 .  5 . 24 . 2 2 .  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 .  6 . 3 .  6 . 5 . 2  

Just i c e .  Norma K .  Mer i d i an .  I D  W181  6 148 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

» 
, 

(J) 
(J1 

Kanemasu . R i chard T .  Bo i s e .  I D  W137  6 1 1 7  1 . 1 .  3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Karban . D i ane Ketchum . I D  E337 5 264 1 . 1 . 4 . 1 5 . 5 . 5 . 27 . 1 0 . 6 . 2 . 6 . 3  

Kassen . Me l i nda Denver . CO 1 009 3 320 5 . 29 . 3 .  5 . 29 . 7 .  5 . 29 . 1 3 .  5 . 29 . 1 5 .  5 . 29 . 1 6 .  5 . 29 . 1 8 .  5 . 29 . 1 9 .  

5 . 29 . 2 1 . 5 . 29 . 2 2 .  5 . 29 . 33 .  5 . 29 . 36 .  5 . 29 . 4 6 .  5 . 29 . 49 . 5 . 29 . 62 .  

5 . 2 9 . 81 .  5 . 29 . 1 1 4  

Kassen . M e  1 i nda Bou l de r .  CO W559 6 658 5 . 24 . 14 .  5 . 29 . 3 .  5 . 29 . 7 .  5 . 29 . 8 .  5 . 29 . 9 .  5 . 29 . 1 1 .  5 . 29 . 1 5 .  

5 . 29 . 1 6 .  5 . 29 . 1 8 .  5 . 29 . 1 9 .  5 . 2 9 . 2 1 .  5 . 29 . 2 2 .  5 . 29 . 24 ,  5 . 2 9 . 2 6 .  

5 . 29 . 29 ,  5 . 29 . 30 ,  5 . 29 . 33 ,  5 . 29 . 36 ,  5 . 29 . 38 .  5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 44 ,  

5 . 29 . 49 ,  5 . 29 . 50 .  5 . 29 . 58 ,  5 . 29 . 69 ,  5 . 29 . 7 0 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1  

Kassen . Me l i nda Bou l de r .  CO W581 6 675  7 . 8  

Kassen . Me 1 i nda Bou l de r .  CO W582 6 675  7 . 9  

Kas sen , Me l i nda Bou l der , CO W583 6 676  7 . 1 0 

Kassen . Me l i nda Bou l der . CO W619  6 694 7 . 46 

Paqe Response
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:x> 
I 

0'1 
0'1 

Name 

Kastores , Cr i s  and Rebecca 

Kaufman , R .  Lynn 

Kaufmann , Theresa M .  

Kavanagh , Ken 

Kavanaugh ,  Ken 

Kaye , Scott 

Kearney , John P .  

Keener , Margaret 

Keene r ,  Margaret 

Ke l ly ,  Chr i st i ne M .  

Ke l ly ,  Chr i st i ne M .  

Ke l tner , Wa l l ace G .  

Kemp , D a l e  V .  

Kemper , Don 

Kenda l l ,  Mr . & Mrs . Vernon 

Kennev i ck , Jack , Representat i ve 

Kennev i ck ,  Jack , Representat i v e  

Locat i on 

Ketchum , I D  

Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Logan , UT 

Logan , UT 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Jerome , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D 

Bo i s e ,  I D 

Order 

No . 

W551 

E 1 4 1  

E 741  

B228 

E657  

B206 

W 166 

B065 

E242 

1 096 

W460 

W184 

W233 

E 668 

W409 

B005 

E 1 65 

Vo l .  

6 

4 

5 

3 

5 

3 

6 

3 

5 

3 

6 

6 

6 

5 

6 

3 

5 

606 

838 

695 

250 

6 1 8  

223 

138 

123  

1 5 7  

488 

520 

150  

18 1  

625  

478  

1 5  

1 0  

Sect i on Numbers  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

4 . 13 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1  

4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 

4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 

2 . 2 . 1 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  2 . 13 . 1 2 ,  3 . 2 . 19 ,  

5 . 29 . 40 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  2 . 9 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 9 ,  2 . 13 . 1 2 ,  

3 . 2 . 1 9 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 13 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 30 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 

1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3  

Paqe Response



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo 1 .  Sect i on N umbers 

Kent , Ar lo  Tw i n  Fa  l l s ,  I D  T071 3 699 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2  

Keresty ,  Laura Wash i ngton , DC E333 5 260 1 .  1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 .  1 ,  4 .  1 5 . 8 , 5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 28 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 6 

Keresty , Laura Wash i ngton , DC T047 3 661  1 . 1 , 4 . 7 . 3 , 4 . 9 . 4 , 4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 4 . 1 5 . 8 , 5 . 1 0 . 2 , 5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  

5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 6 

Kern s ,  James E 8o i se ,  I D  8014 3 34 1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 2 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

Kern s ,  James E Bo i se ,  l D  E l 77 5 4 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

Ketchum , C i ty of Ketchum , I D  E274 5 199  See Young , Lawrence , Mayor 

):> 
Ketchum/Sun Va l ley Chamber of Commerce Sun Va l ley , I D  '01200 6 1 6 1  See  Drougas , Thomas C .  

I 
0'1 
........ Key , Doran and Chr i s  Ketchum ,  I D  '01459 6 5 1 9  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Keyes , Dav i d  Bo i se ,  I D  B092 3 1 72 4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

K i ebert , Kerm i t  Bo i se ,  I D  BOlO 3 2 6  5 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 69 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 

K i ncannon , L i nn Sun Va l l ey , ID E3 1 5  5 246 4 . 4 . 6 , 4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4  

K i ncannon , L i nn Sun Va l ley , ID T038 3 650 4 . 13 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 1 . 42 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 , 6 . 1 . 4  

K i ng ,  Marden R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  '01 19 1  6 156  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2  

K i nney , Fam i ly  Bo i s e ,  ID  '01433 6 494 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 8 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 29 . 69 

K i rby , Kent M i ssou l a ,  MT '01266 6 204 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  6 . 2  

K i rg i s ,  Ga i 1 Bo i s e ,  I D  B032 3 63 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

K i rg i s ,  Ga i 1 Bo i  se , I D E l 9 7  5 83 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7  3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

W459

Paqe Response

34

494



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

K i rkham , Kathy C h i cago , l L  1 51 2  3 526  3 . 4 ,  4 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

K i rkpat r i c k ,  Dorthy Pocate l lo ,  I D  E537 5 497  1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

K i rkpat r i c k ,  Dorthy Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  101 1 1 3  6 99 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

K i rkpatr i c k ,  John R .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E555 5 506 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

K i rkpat r i c k ,  John R .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  ',.1 127  6 1 09 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

K i se r ,  E l l i e Bo i se ,  I D  E 644 5 606 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 

K i s s l er , L .  H .  Bo i se ,  1 0  E538 5 497 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

K i s s l er , L .  H .  Bo i se ,  I D  101 1 1 4  6 1 00 1 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2  
» 

I 
en 

K le i n ,  Bever l y  A .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  CO E063 4 7 67 1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 8 ,  4 .  1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

K le i n ,  Noah W .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  E064 4 768 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 2 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

K l i ng ler , Rona l d  D .  and N i ta B .  Rexburg , I D  101278 6 2 1 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

Knapp , Jon Eag l e ,  I D  B246 3 267 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2  

Knapp , Jon Eag l e ,  I D  E 6 7 5  5 630 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9  

Knaup , George Jerome , I D  T5 75  3 842 1 . 1 .  2 . 8 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

Kn i ght , P h i l i p R .  Bozeman , MT 101342 6 356 1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  

5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

Kn i ghton , R .  B .  F i rt h ,  1 0  E483 5 453 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Kn i ghton , R .  B .  F i rt h ,  1 0  101 1 1 2  6 99 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Know l es , Lo i s  Pocate l l o ,  1 0  E l 1 5  4 8 1 7  1 . 1  

Paqe Response
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99

497

453



Order 

Name Locat i on N o .  V o  1 .  Sect i on Numbers 

Kobe , Edward Bo i se I D  E624 5 589 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Kocheuff , Faye L .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E 3 1 7  5 247 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Koger , Robert Nampa , I D  E235  5 1 2 6  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Kop l ow ,  I ra I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  E 0 1 0A 4 233 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Kop low,  I ra I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  1 0 1 0  3 324 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Kraa 1 ,  Oeb i Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  10'262 6 202 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0  

Kraa l ,  Kev i n  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  10'263 6 202 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 13 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 3  
» 

I 
0'1 Kre i de r ,  C .  Fuj i LaGrande , OR B058 3 1 1 1  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 6 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 7 1 ,  \.0 

5 . 29 . 8 1 , 6 . 2  

Kre i der , C .  Fuj i LaGrande , OR E 236  5 1 2 7  1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 6 ,  2 . 1 3 . 7 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  

4 . 9 . 3 , 4 . 1 3 , 4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 4 1 , 5 . 7 . 1 , 5 . 7 . 6 , 5 . 7 . 8 ,  

5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 1 7 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 26 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 6 , 5 . 29 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 27 , 5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 55 ,  

5 . 29 . 60 ,  5 . 29 . 6 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 7 1 ,  5 . 29 . 74 ,  

5 . 29 . 81 , 5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 29 . 90 ,  5 . 29 . 9 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  5 . 29 . 97 , 

5 . 29 . 1 01 , 5 . 2 9 . 1 0 6 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  

6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Krei lkamp , Kor r i ne Buh l ,  I D  E804 5 7 70  1 . 1  

Kre i l kamp , Korr i ne Buh 1 ,  I D  T577  3 844 1 . 1  

Kr i z ,  John Bo i s e ,  I D  B 2 18  3 236 1 . 1  

Kruskopf , Mark Bo i se ,  I D  B222 3 240 5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

Kruskopf , Mark Bo i s e ,  I D  E669 5 626 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

Page Response



� 
I 

....... 
o 

Name 

Kuhn , Faye 

Kumm, J u l y  and Ke l ly 

Kunz , Sam 

Kunz , Sam 

Kunz , Thayne 

Kvanv i g ,  Russe l l  G .  

Labor I nternat i on a l  Loca l 1 55  

Labor I nternat i on a l  Loca l 1 55 

Lafey , Kev i n  

Lafey , Kev i n  

Lagergren , G i nna  

Lagergren , Ken 

Lagergren , Ken 

Lamet , Car o l  

Landon , Jan i c e  L .  

Locat ion 

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

More l and , I D  

More land , I D  

More land , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

H a  i l ey ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Ha i l ey,  I D  

Ha i l ey , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

O rder 

� 
E362 

E I 02 

E 149 

1 083 

1 552 

W206 

E084 

1 055 

E292  

T020 

E374 

E369 

T5 13  

W440 

E409 

Vo l .  

5 

4 

4 

3 

3 

6 

4 

3 

5 

3 

5 

5 

3 

6 

5 

�e 

350 

809 

857 

455 

587 

1 64 

786 

409 

223 

628 

358 

355 

747 

499 

388 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 , 5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 , 5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 6 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

See Larsen , Donn 

See Larsen , Donn 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 2 . 4 , 3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

1 . 1 , 3 . 3 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 , 5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 2 5 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 3 . 6 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 6 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 1 9 . 4 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 1 

455

747

499

Response



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Landon , Jan i ce L .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  T522 3 7 56 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 , 3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 19 . 4 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 1 

Lane , Robert J .  Bo i se ,  I D  E588 5 528 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Lane , Robert J .  Bo i s e ,  I D  W2 1 6  6 1 7 1  1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Langenst e i n , Stephen J .  and Annette Shoshone , I D W3 13  6 332 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

Langer ,  S .  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D W618 6 693 7 . 45  

Langer , S i dney I da ho Fa l l s ,  I D  E091 4 796  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

Langer , S i dney I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 059 3 418  1 .  1 ,  4 .  1 ,  4 .  1 1 .  3 ,  5 . 28 .  2 ,  5 . 28 .  6 

� Langworthy ,  He len  Bo i se ,  I D  W420 6 484 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  , 
....... 
� 

Lap i o l i ,  Max R i gby , I D  E745 5 699 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 32 ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

Lap i o l i ,  Max R i gby,  I D  1 527  3 552 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 , 5 . 29 . 32 ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

Larkey , Char l e s  Ketchum , I D  E406 5 386 1 . 1 , 4 . 9 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 , 6 . 2  

Larsen , Donn I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E084 4 786 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 

Larsen , Donn I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 055 3 409 1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 

Larsen , Sand i Skott Mtn .  Home , I D  E272 5 196  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 3  

Lavert y ,  Den i se Sa lmon , I D  E312  5 243 1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 1 0 . 2 , 4 . 1 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 .  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

Laverty ,  Den i se Sa lmon , I D  T035 3 647 1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 1 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 . 6 . 1 . 2 

Paqe Response



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vol . Sect i on Numbers 

Laverty, Kent Ha i l ey , I D  E412  5 39 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 1 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 68 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

Laverty ,  Kent Ha i l ey ,  I D  T523 3 757 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 1 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 68 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 9  

Lawrosk i ,  Harry I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D W560 6 662 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

L eav i tt , K i m  H .  B l ackfoot , I D  W145  6 123  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

Lee , Rando lph D .  Bo i s e ,  I D  W254 6 1 9 6  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 2 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 

Leeson , Jane Bo i s e ,  I D  B096 3 1 79  1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 5 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 6 . 2 ,  2 . 13 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 1 7 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 20 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 3  
):> 

I 
......., L eeson , Jane Bo i se ,  I D  
N 

W296 6 3 1 9  1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 5 , 2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 1 3 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 2 , 4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Lehr , Eugene L .  Wash i ngton , DC W004 6 4 Acknow l edgement Rece i pt 

L e i m ,  Bruce , Dr . Ha i l ey ,  I D  E443 5 4 12  1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 20 . 1 , 5 . 29 . 37 , 5 . 3 0 . 1 . 2 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  

6 . 3  

Le i r ,  Kerm i t  Tw i n  F a  l l s ,  I D  E 182 5 7 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

Le i sk ,  A l an Bo i se ,  I D  B082 3 149 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

L e i s k ,  A l an Bo i se ,  I D  E257 5 174  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

Lempke , Chr i s  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  E730 5 684 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Lenkner ,  Cha r l es A .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E782 5 749 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 , 3 . 2 . 2 , 4 . 1 4 , 5 . 1 . 36 , 5 . 2 . 7 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6  

Paqe Response

749



):>-
f 

-......j 
W 

Name 

Leonardson , Eve l yn K .  

Leonardson , Eve lyn K .  

Letter D e l eted , I nteroff i ce Memorandum 

Letters , Subm i t ted by Margo Proksa 

Lever , Thane 

Lever , Thane 

Lev i n skas , Dav i d  

Lew i s ,  Suzanne 

Lew i s ,  S uzanne 

L i chtenste i n ,  Peter M .  

L i ebentha l ,  Deanah 

L i ebentha 1 ,  Jack 

L i ebentha l ,  Jack 

L i eder ,  Ruth ,  Mayor 

L i eder ,  Ruth ,  Mayor 

L i feguard-Southeast I daho 

Locat i on 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho F a l l s ,  I D  

A l buquerque , NM 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Sun  Va l l ey ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Order 

� Vo l .  

E525 5 

\01030 6 

\01572 6 

E 147  4 

E293 5 

T021  3 

E330 5 

B039 3 

E201  5 

\01283 6 

B049 3 

E083 4 

1 054 3 

E273  5 

TOOl 3 

1 045 3 

484 

49 

669 

841 

223 

629 

258 

72 

86 

2 14  

83  

785 

408 

197  

599 

390  

Sect i on N umbers 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 1 3 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 

I nteroff ice  Memorandum 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 2 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 8 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 5 , 

5 . 29 . 60 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 1 .  1 .  5 .  29 . 6 

2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 1  

See Bra i l sford , Beat r i ce 

Page Response

83

599



Order 

Name Loca t i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

L i feguard-Southeast I daho Pocate l lo ,  1 0  1 506 3 5 1 5  See Bra i l sford ,  Beat r i ce 

L i feguard-Southeast I daho Pocate l lo ,  1 0  1 542 3 577  See Bra i l sford ,  Beatr i ce 

L i povac , Peter A .  B l ackfoot , 1 0  W337 6 353  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 13 

L i sh ,  A lan McCammon , 1 0  E074 4 7 77  1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

L i vermore , Stacy Pe l l  La Grande , OR W457 6 5 1 7  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 60 

Lodah l ,  C l a i re S .  Ha i l ey ,  1 0  W434 6 496 1 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Loft , Andrea Bo i se 1 0  B074 3 135  1 . 1 , 4 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 7 . 3 , 5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 1 0 , 5 . 29 . 4 1 , 5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  

5 . 29 . 87 , 6 . 3  

» 
Londer , Brenda Larsen Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  E282 5 2 1 5  1 . 1  I 

........ 
� 

Long , Oarre 1 1  G .  She l l ey ,  1 0  E327  5 255  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

Lords , Arv i n  R i gby , 1 0  W252 6 195  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Lowe , W i l l i am B .  Ketchum , 1 0  W472 6 542 4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Lowry , John M .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  1 0  W442 6 502 1 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 , 4 . 13 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Lucches i ,  Marsha and Robert Bo i s e ,  1 0  E 1 67  5 1 2  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 6 . 1 . 2  

Lucer e ,  Judd Sun Va l ley ,  1 0 E347 5 272  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 , 6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

Lufk i n ,  E l i se Ketchum , 1 0  E334 5 263 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 3 , 4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 

Lufk i n ,  E l i se Ketchum , 1 0  T048 3 662 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

Luk e ,  Mar i e  Bo i se ,  1 0  E 684 5 641 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

Paqe Response

577

353

777



» 
I 

-....j 
(J1 

Name 

Lundqu i st ,  Nathan 

Lundqu i st ,  Nathan 

Luntey , Robert S .  

L u ras , A l a i na 

L utz , Ant hony D .  

MacMurran , Don a l d  

Macdona ld-Steward , Margaret 

Macdona ld-Steward , Margaret 

Mac hacek , Chery l 

Machacek , Naedene 

Mag i c  Va l l ey Peace P roject 

Mah r ,  Mon i ca 

Mah r ,  Mon i ca 

Ma j ,  Mary Beth 

Ma l lory , B i l l  and Rose 

Manata , Susan F .  

Manhe im ,  B ruce S .  

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Buh l ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Buh 1 ,  I D  

Buh l ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey , I D  

Dr i ggs , I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Santa Barbra CA 

Sun Va l l ey , I D  

Order 

� Vo l .  

B256 3 

E 682 5 

W526 6 

W183 6 

W432 6 

T550 3 

E480 5 

T 544 3 

E320 5 

E321  5 

T009 3 

E302 5 

T0 1 6  3 

W558 6 

E286 5 

W63 1 6 

E 4 1 6  5 

2 7 7  

639 

585 

149 

494 

801 

450 

785 

249 

250 

613 

230 

623 

657 

2 1 7  

702 

393 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 33 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8  

2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 94 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 7 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 

See Massot h ,  N i ck 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 3 . 2 . 1 5 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 2 . 2 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 28 . 2 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 3 . 2 . 1 5 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 

Paqe  Response



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Man i ok i an , Les l i e J .  Ketchum , 1 0  E400 5 382 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

Marchbanks , Brent Bo i se , 1 0  '.1616 b 692 7 . 43 

Marsha l l ,  G len  Pocate l lo ,  I D  '.1380 6 458 1 . 1  

Marsha l l ,  Quay Ha i l ey , I D  E361  5 350 4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

Marsha 1 1 ,  Quay Ha i ley,  I D  T508 3 740 4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

Ma r t  i n ,  L i nda S .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E095 4 801 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Mart i n ,  L i nda S .  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 1 064 3 425  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

)::> Mart i n ,  W i l l i am K .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  '.1507 6 570  1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  
I 

........ 
(J) Marve l ,  Jonathan Ha i ley , I D  E325  5 253 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1 

Marve l ,  Jonathan Ha i l ey , I D  T043 3 657  1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 7 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 2 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 , 6 . 1 . 8 , 6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 1  

Massot h ,  Harry Buh 1 ,  I D  E373 5 357  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2  

Massoth ,  N i ck Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T009 3 6 13  1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8  

Masterson , Mrs . Torh i l d LaGrande , OR '.1299 6 322  1 .  1 ,  4 .  13 , 5 .  29 . 1 03 

Mat h i a s , Matthew C .  Bo i s e ,  I D E 183 5 7 2  1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Matte 1 1  , Wa l t  Idaho C i ty ,  I D  8033 3 65  1 . 1 .  3 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Matthews , Pau l  W .  Bur ley ,  I D  '.1552 6 607 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Matzek , Betty Eag l e ,  I D  B242 3 263 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 1 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5  

Matzek , Betty Eag l e ,  I D  E67 1  5 627 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 1 . 5 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Paqe Response



l> 
I 

........ 
........ 

Name 

May , Mary 

Mayor of Ketchum 

May tag , Marqu i ta M .  

McA l l i ster ,  Judy 

McA 1 1  i ster , Judy 

McCa l l ,  J .  Karen 

McCann , An i ta 

McCann , M i cha e l  

McCarthy , Kent a n d  Barbara 

McCart hy , M i chae l 

McCarty ,  W i l ly 

McCl aran , Conn i e  

McClaran , Don 

McC laran , Don 

McC l ure , James . Senator 

Locat i on 

Teton Va l l ey ,  I D  

Ketchum , 1 D 

D r i gg s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa l l ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  1 D 

Was h i ngton DC 

Order 

N o .  

1 075  

T002 

W179  

E781  

T083 

W37 1  

T008 

T029 

W525 

T085 

T5 1 6  

E223 

B046 

E226  

B001 

Vo 1 .  

3 

3 

6 

5 

3 

6 

3 

3 

6 

3 

3 

5 

3 

5 

3 

443 

601  

146  

745 

714  

452  

6 1 1  

641  

585 

7 1 7  

750  

106  

8 1  

1 08  

8 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

See Young , Lawrenc e ,  Mayor 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 3 . 19 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 1 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 1 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

6 . 3  

4 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 3 . 3 . 1 , 4 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 3 0 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 0 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 29 . 97 

1 . 1 .  2 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Paqe Response



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

McC l ur e ,  Jame s ,  Senator Was h i ngton , DC E 160  5 1 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 8 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 6 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

McCo 1 1  urn , Lyn Bo i s e ,  I D  B09 1 3 1 7 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  

6 . 3  

McCo 1 1  urn , Lyn Bo i s e ,  I D  E599 5 562 1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  

6 . 3  

McConne l l ,  Larry M .  Ketchum , I D  W37 6  6 456 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 10 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

McDorma n ,  B i l l  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T014  3 620 5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

)::> 
McE l h i nney , Gwynne Bo i se ,  I D  B056 3 103 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  I 
....... 
CO 5 . 29 . 80 ,  5 . 29 . 1 04 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

McE l h i nney , Gwynne Bo i s e ,  I D  E229  5 1 1 2  1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 1 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 80 ,  5 . 29 . 1 04 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

McGary , Janet Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D E 1 1 3  4 8 1 6  1 . 1  

McGee , Dr . K .  C .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E493 5 458 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

McGee , Dr . K .  C .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  W105 6 95  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

McGee , Karen Poca te 1 1  0, I D E494  5 458 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

McGee , Karen Pocate l l o ,  I D  W104 6 95  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

McG i n l ey ,  Kath l een Be l l evue , ID E326 5 2 54 4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

McG i n l ey ,  Kat h l een Be 1 1  evue , I D  T059 3 673 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

McG i nn i s ,  Mary Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E805 5 7 7 1  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4  

Paqe Response

95



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers 

McG i nn i s ,  Mary Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T579 3 846 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

McG l i nsky , A l fred M .  Bo i se ,  I D  B085 3 1 53 2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

McG l i n sky , A lfred M .  Bo i se ,  I D  E 259 5 185  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

McGrew , John and Jane Ha i l ey , I D  E642 5 605 1 . 1  

McGrew , John and Jane Ha i l ey ,  I D  W205 6 1 63 1 . 1  

McHugh , John W .  Coeur d 'A l ene , I D  E 543 5 500 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

McHug h ,  John W .  Coeur d 'A l en e ,  I D  W082 6 8 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

McK im ,  Chr i s  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 754 5 7 1 0  1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 , 2 . 8 . 3 , 3 . 2 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 , 5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 2 . 7 ,  
» 

I 5 . 10 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 2 , 5 . 1 0 . 3 , 5 . 1 0 . 8 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 7 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 25 ,  
........ 
\0 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 8  

McK i n l ey ,  Ted Arc o ,  I D  E025 4 720  5 . 14 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 5 ,  6 . 5 . 4  

McK i n l ey ,  Ted Arco , I D  1 020 3 347 5 . 1 4 . 2 ,  5 . 20 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 5 ,  6 . 5 . 4  

McLa i n ,  E l a i ne Be l l evue , I D  E297  5 228 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2  

McLa i n ,  E l a i ne B e l l evue , I D  T026 3 637 2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

McLa i n ,  Fred B lackfoot , I D  E030 4 739 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

McLa i n e ,  Fred B lackfoot , I D  1 025  3 355 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

McLaugh l i n ,  Robert A .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  W012  6 37  1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

McLusk  i e ,  Ed  Bo i se ,  ID  B025 3 53 2 . 7 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 1 ,  6 . 2  

McMaha n ,  Jeff Ketchum ,  I D  T063 3 677  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

Page Response
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)::0 
I 

CO 
o 

Name 

McMun i ga l ,  Caro l 

McMun i ga 1 ,  Caro l 

McMurt r i e ,  Mary 

McMurt r i e ,  Mary 

McNama r ,  Laur i e  

McNamara , Debby 

McNev i n ,  Anne E .  

McNev i n ,  Anne E .  

McNev i n ,  Tony E .  

McNev i n ,  Tony E .  

Mede s ,  E l i zabeth 

Me i erotto , Larry E .  

Me i k l e ,  Jack K .  

Me i s ,  R i c hard R .  

Mered i t h ,  J .  Casey 

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Eag l e ,  I D  

Eag l e ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Ketc hum , I D  

Jerome , I D  

Jerome , I D 

Jerome , I D  

Jerome , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bozeman , MT 

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Order 

N o .  

B237 

E663 

B038 

E200 

E 140 

1<1405 

E 778 

T080 

E359 

T505 

1<1239 

1<1350 

1<1297 

1<1441 

E 753 

Vo 1 .  

3 

5 

3 

5 

4 

6 

5 

3 

5 

3 

6 

6 

6 

6 

5 

257 

621  

70 

85 

837 

473 

742 

7 1 0  

286 

736  

187  

395  

3 2 1  

50 1  

708 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 , 4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 . 4 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4  

Poem 

Poem 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 2 7 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 85 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  6 . 1 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 1 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 8 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 4 ,  5 . 20 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 5 ,  

5 . 20 . 7 ,  5 . 23 . 1 0 ,  5 . 23 . 2 1 ,  5 . 23 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 5 ,  

5 . 3 1 . 20 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 8 . 6 ,  2 . 8 . 9 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 6 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 93 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 7 . 6 , 5 . 7 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 7 . 20 ,  

5 . 29 . 60 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 103 ,  5 . 2 9 . 1 06 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 1 

Page Response

473



Name 

Mered i t h ,  J .  Casey 

Mer i g l i ano , L i nda 

Merk l ey ,  Anne 

Merre 1 1 ,  Gerry 

Merre l l ,  Gerry 

Merre l l ,  M i ckey 

Merre l l ,  M i ckey 

J> 
I 

CO Merre l l ,  Shery l L .  
...... 

Merr i l l ,  Constance Y .  

Merr i l l ,  Georgeann 

Merr i 1 1 ,  L i z  

Merr i l l ,  Scott D .  

Meye r ,  Ma r i e  

Meyer , R i chard S .  

Meye r ,  R i chard S .  

M i kese 1 1 ,  Dana 

M i l l e r ,  Bert 

Locat i on 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

D r i ggs , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D 

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Coeur D '  A l ene , l D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se .  I D  

Bo i se , I D 

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey .  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s .  I D  

Pocate l lo .  l D  

Order 

No . 

1 541  

W257  

W4 1 5  

E581 

W040 

E582 

W041 

W138 

E648 

E060 

B216 

E649 

W244 

E368 

T512  

T545 

E 1 52 

Vo l .  

3 

6 

6 

5 

6 

5 

6 

6 

5 

4 

3 

5 

6 

5 

3 

3 

4 

575  

198 

481 

525 

57 

525 

57 

1 1 7  

608 

765 

234 

609 

19 1  

354 

744 

787 

861 

Sect i on Numbers 

3 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 7 . 6 , 5 . 7 . 7 .  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 103 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 , 5 . 1 . 3 7 , 5 . 1 . 38 , 5 . 22 . 4 , 5 . 29 . 47 , 6 . 3  

3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 45 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 1 2 

2 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 49 , 6 . 1 . 2  

5 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 1 3 

4 . 1 3 

1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 .  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 8 .  3 . 3 . 1 .  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 .  

4 . 4 . 6 .  4 . 9 . 2 .  4 . 1 0 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 .  5 . 1 . 38 .  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 .  5 . 2 . 1 4 .  

5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 22 .  5 . 24 . 2 7 .  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 .  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 .  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 .  5 . 28 . 2 .  5 . 29 . 3 1 .  

Paqe Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo 1 .  Sect i on Numbers 
Mi  l l e r ,  Bert Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 1 52 4 861  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 6 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 1 1 

M i  l l er , Bert Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 086 3 459 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 , 

5 . 28 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

M i  l l e r ,  Bert Pocate l lo ,  I D  W143 6 1 20 2 . 8 . 4  

M i  l l e r ,  Bever l y  Bo i se ,  I D  B 10 1  3 1 85 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

M i  l l e r ,  Beve r l y  Bo i se ,  I D  E606 5 568 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 , 3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

M i  l l e r ,  Gary W .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  E057 4 763 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6 ,  6 . 2  

:x> 
M i l l er , Jack Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E275  5 200 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 , 6 . 2  

I 
CO 
N M i  l l er , Jack Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T003 3 603 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 , 6 . 2  

M i l l  er , M .  De 1 1  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E351  5 274 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

M i l l e r ,  P h i l l i p R .  Bo i se ,  I D  W514 6 575 5 . 3 . 1 7 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

M i l l e r ,  Roy , S r .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 0 1 9A 4 2 7 1  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

M i l l er , Roy , S r .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 529  5 491  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

M i l l e r ,  Roy , S r .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 0 1 3  3 330 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

M i l l  e r ,  Roy , S r .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  W120 6 1 05 Cover Letter 

M i l l e r ,  Roy , S r .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  W 12 1  6 1 05  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

M i l l  s ,  Da v i  d Bo i se ,  I D  E 2 1 9  5 1 03 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 

M i now , Thomas G .  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D E 535 5 496 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

M i now , Thomas G .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W 1 1 5  6 1 0 0  1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Paqe
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)::0 
I 

CO 
W 

Name 

M i ns ha l l ,  Judy 

M i nsha 1 1 ,  Judy 

M i tche l l ,  R i chard E .  

M i tc he l l ,  Ron 

M i x ,  Mary Ann 

M i x ,  Sh i r l ey V .  

Modrow, R .  O .  

Moffett , Ed  

Moffett , Jen n i fer 

Mo l en , Caro lyn 

Mo l l er , Joan 

Mo l l er , Joan 

Monaster i o ,  Frank C .  

Montgomery , Pau l  

Montgomery , Pau 1 

Locat i on 

I nkom ,  1 0  

I nkom ,  1 0  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Ha i l ey ,  1 0  

Bo i s e ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , 1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Mounta i n  Home , 1 0  

Nampa , 1 0  

Nampa , 1 0  

O rder 

No . 

E 728  

1 5 1 7  

E 793 

W268 

W553 

W298 

W482 

E305 

E306 

E055 

E549 

W088 

W401 

E 1 84 

E234 

5 

3 

5 

6 

6 

6 

6 

5 

5 

4 

5 

6 

6 

5 

5 

681 

536 

761  

205 

607 

3 2 1  

5 52  

235  

238 

76 1  

503 

84 

470 

73 

1 2 5  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 3 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 . 20 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 , 2 . 1 3 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 2 0 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 , 4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 26 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 24 . 30 , 6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 5 . 1 3 . 6 , 5 . 24 . 2 7 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 5 ,  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 6 . 5 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 92 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 1  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 

2 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 7 . 2 1 , 5 . 29 . 57 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 8 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 

Vol. Paqe Response

84

73



)::> 
I 

CO 
� 

Name 

Montgomery , Wayne and V i ctor i a  

Moore , C o  l l een 

Moore , G i l bert R .  

Moore , G i l bert R .  

Moore , Patr i ck 

Moore , Pat r i ck 

Moorman , Mark 

Moorman , Mark 

Mora n ,  Pat t i  and J im 

Morr i s ,  B i l l  

Morr i s ,  Wayne 

Morr i s ,  Wayne 

Morr i son , Bi 1 1  

Morr i son , M i c he l le 

Mort i mer , Dean M .  

Mowbray , Laur i 

Mu l l  i n ,  B r i an 

Locat i on 

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  F a  l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bur l ey ,  I D  

Bur ley , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Ha i ley , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Arco , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho F a  1 1 s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Order 

Vo l .  

E l 05 4 

B088 3 

E773  5 

T069 3 

B 1 08 3 

E6 13  5 

EZ76  5 

T004 3 

W2 1 0  6 

W301 6 

B225 3 

E655 5 

1 099 3 

E269 5 

WOl l  6 

W51 5 6 

1 530 3 

81 1 

1 59 

738 

696 

1 94 

575 

201  

604 

166  

323 

246 

6 1 6  

493 

193 

36 

575 

556 

Sect i on N umbers 

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2  

1 .  1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 23 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 18 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  

6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 23 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 18 ,  

6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 .  1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 1 .  2 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 0 

5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 4 

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

No. Paqe Response



:x:-
I 

CO 
<..n 

Name Locat i on 

Munter , Andy Ketchum,  l D  

Munte r ,  Andy Ketchum ,  l D  

Murphey , Suzanne Cas t  l eford , I D 

Murphey , Suzanne Cas t  l eford , l D  

Murphy , Ke l ly Cast 1 eford , l D  

Murray , Bryan K .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Murray , Lor i e  P ocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  

Myers ,  Ed i e  Bo i s e ,  l D  

Myers , Ed i e  Bo i s e ,  I D  

My l e r ,  Den i se I daho Fa l l s ,  l D  

NRC , D i v .  I ndus t r i a l  & Med i ca l Nuc lear Safety Was h i ngton , DC 

Naftzger , Char l e s  E .  Pocate l l o ,  l D  

Naftzger , Ray l ene  A .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Nampa Chamber o f  Comm . , Reso l ut i on Nampa , I D  

Nampa Chamber o f  Commerce Nampa , I D  

Nampa Chamber o f  Commerce Nampa , I D  

Nampa Chamber o f  Commerce Nampa , I D  

Order 

.Jic.l..:.... 
E331 

T044 

E428 

T526 

T524 

101251  

1014 1 7  

B090 

E 598 

101136 

101344 

E762  

E763 

E227 

B053 

E5 1 9  

101069 

Vo l .  

5 

3 

5 

3 

3 

6 

6 

3 

5 

6 

6 

5 

5 

5 

3 

5 

6 

259 

658 

402 

76 1  

759  

1 94 

482 

1 7 0  

562 

1 1 6  

358 

725  

726 

1 1 0  

9 6  

480 

74 Sect i on N umbers 
1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  5 . 1 . 30 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

3 . 2 . 23 ,  5 . 1 . 30 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  
6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 29 . 6 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  
5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 29 . 6 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 29 . 95 , 
5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

See Cunn i ngham , R i chard E .  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1  

See Bude 1 1 ,  Car 1 

See A l b i nson , Bet sy 

See A l b i nson , Betsy 

?age 

759

194

Response

74 Section Numbers
1.1, 5.10.5, 5.27.6.1, 6.1.2

1.1, 5.10.5, 5.27.6.1, 6.1.2

1.1, 3.2.23, 5.1.30, 5 24.27



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers 

Nampa Chamber of Commerce Nampa , I D  W207 6 1 64 See A l b i nson , Betsy 

Nash , Mont B l ackfoot , l D  W352 6 437 5 . 24 . 23 

Nat i on a l  E l ec t r i c a l  Contractors Assoc i at i on I daho Fa l l s ,  I D E 1 3 1  4 830 See T r i p l ett , Gary 

Nat i on a l  E l ect r i c a l  Contractors  Assoc i at i on Bo i se ,  I D  E277  5 201  See Cates , Garth 

Nat i on a l  E l ect r i ca l  Contractors Assoc i at i on Bo i se ,  I D  T005 3 605 See Cate s ,  Garth 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC E0 12  4 249 See Cochran , Thomas 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC E333 5 260 See Kersty, Laura 

Natura l Resources Defens e  Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC 1 005 3 307 See Cochran , Thomas 
l> 

I 
co 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC 1 006 3 3 1 0  S e e  R e icher , Dan W .  en 

Natura l Resources Defens e  Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC T017  3 625 See Sa l zman , Jason 

Natural  Resources Defense  Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC T047 3 661 See Keresty , Laura 

Natura l  Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC W463 6 525 See Re i cher , Dan W .  

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC W584 6 676 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

Natur a l  Resources Defense  Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC W585 6 677 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC W586 6 677 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC W587 6 678 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

Natura l  Resources Defense  Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC W588 6 678 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  Wa s h i ngton , DC W589 6 679 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

Natura l  Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC W590 6 679 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

Page Response

677



Order 

Name Locat i on N o .  Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  \/as h i n gton , DC \/59 1 6 680 See Sa lzma n ,  Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/592 6 680 See Sa l zman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Uefense  Counc i l  \/as h i n gton , DC \/593 6 681  See Sa l zman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/594 6 681 See Sa lzman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i n gton , DC \/595 6 682 See Sa lzman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/596 6 682 See Sa l zman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l \/as h i ngton , DC \/597 6 683 See Sa lzman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/598 6 683 See Sa lzman , Jason 
» 

I 
(X) Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/599 6 684 See Sa lzman , Jason ........ 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/600 6 684 See Sa l zman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/601 6 685 See Sa lzman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/602 6 685 See Sa lzman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/603 6 686 See S a l zman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/604 6 686 See Sa l zman , Jason 

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/605 6 687 See R e i cher , Dan \/ .  

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/606 6 687 See R e i cher , Dan \/ .  

Natura l Resources Defense  Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/607 6 688 See R e i cher ,  Dan \/ .  

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  \/as h i ngton , DC \/608 6 688 See Re i cher , Dan \/ .  

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  \/ash i ngton , DC \/609 6 689 See Re i cher , Dan \/ .  

W593

W597

Paqe Response



� 
I 

CO 
CO 

Name 

Natura l  Resources Defense Counc i l  

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  

Nea 1 ,  Ga ry R .  

Nea l , Gary R .  

Nebeker ,  Vaughn S .  K .  

Nebeker , Vaughn S .  K .  

Nebeker , Vaughn S .  K .  

Nebe l s i ck -Carter , Becky 

Nebe l s i ck -Carter , Becky 

Neff , R i ck i e  

Neff , Steve 

Neff , Steve 

N e i l l ,  DeW i tt T .  

N e i l l ,  DeW i tt T .  

N e i l son , Curt i s  

Ne i l son , Le i l a  

Locat i on 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

B l ackfoot , I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

R i gby , I D  

R i gby , I D  

R i gby , l D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Order 

� 
W61 0  

W6 1 1  

W6 1 2  

E565 

W064 

E 142  

1 09 5  

W338 

B045 

E206 

E205 

B044 

E204 

E296 

T025 

E4 1 0  

E265 

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

5 

6 

4 

3 

6 

3 

5 

5 

3 

5 

5 

3 

5 

5 

689 

690 

690 

5 1 1  

7 1  

838 

487 

354 

79 

9 5  

9 0  

7 6  

88 

227  

63 5 

389 

1 9 1  

Sect i on Numbers 

See R e i cher , Dan W .  

See Re i cher , Dan W .  

See R e i cher , Dan W .  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Neutra l 

5 . 28 . 7  

Postcard 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 2 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  

5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 4  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 6 

2 . 2 . 7 ,  2 . 2 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 24 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 3 3 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 60 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 1 4 , 4 . 13 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 , 3 . 2 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 0 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 , 6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 8 ,  5 . 1 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 29 . 1 07 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 3 2 ,  

Page Response

79

95

76



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers 

Ne i l son , Lei la E265  5 1 9 1  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Ne i l son , Martha Woodwe l l  Rupert , I D  E377  5 360  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 3  

Ne l son , Dee I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W493 6 560 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

Ne l son , Mart i n  Bo i s e ,  I D  B 107  3 1 93 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

Ne l son , Mart i n  Bo i se ,  I D  E6 12  5 574 1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

Ne l son , Wanda Bo i se ,  I D  E268 5 192  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9  

Nesto r ,  Dav i d  E .  and Donna L .  McCammon , I D  W538 6 598 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 24 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

:x:o Newcomer ,  Robert and Em i ly McCa 1 1 ,  I D  E 193  5 79  1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  I 
CO 
1.0 

Newman , He len Bur ley ,  I D  E445 5 4 14  1 . 1  

Newton , Gera ld  L .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  W360 6 443 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Newton , Rache l Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 1 37 4 836 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 29 . 93 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 4  

Newton , Rache l Pocat e l lo ,  I D  1 0 78 3 448 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 93 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 4  

N i cho l son , Esther A .  and R .  L .  E267 5 1 9 2  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2  

N i cho l son , P h i l i p  S .  W208 6 1 65 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

N i e l sen , Garry M .  Hansen , I D E792 5 760 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 8 , 3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

N i e l sen , Garry M .  Hansen , I D  T566 3 826 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response

574

79

443



Order 

Name Locat i on .1!2.:.- Vo l .  S ect i on Numbers 

N i e l sen , Garry M .  Hansen , I D  WOOl 6 1 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  

5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

N i ne  Concerned C i t i zens Mud Lak e ,  I D  E394 5 377  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

No I t , Leonard Bo i s e ,  I D  B062 3 1 19 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

N o  I t , L eonard Bo i s e ,  I D  E239 5 1 50 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Norman , Ke l ly Ammon , I D  1 548 3 584 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 

Norman , Randy Chubbuck , I D  1 549 3 585 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 4 . 23 

Norton , Nancy L .  E460 5 426 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 19 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 

l> Norton , T im Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 1 43 4 839 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2  , 
\D 
0 

Norton , T im Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 079 3 450 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 4  

Not Located W0 17  6 40 

Not L ocated W051 6 63 

Not Located W059 6 69 

Not Located W163 6 133  

Noyce , Vera Bo i se ,  I D  W435 6 497 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Nuc l ear Contro l I nst i tute  Wash i ngton , DC  W461  6 521  See  Hoen i g ,  M i l ton M .  

Nuc lear Energy Contractors Accountab i l i ty Arco , I D  E025 4 720 See McK i n l ey ,  Ted 

Nuc l ear Energy Contractors Accountab i l i ty Arc o ,  I D  1 020 3 347 See McK i n l ey ,  Ted 

Nuc l ear Po l icy P rogram Santa Cruz . CA B007 3 1 9  See  Dav i s ,  W .  Jackson 

Page Response

40

497

347



l> 
I 

\D 
...... 

Name 

Nuc l ear  P o l i cy P rogram 

Nycum , John 

O ' Br i en ,  Kathy 

O ' Br i en ,  Kathy 

O 'Connor , John C .  

O ' Conno r ,  K .  J .  

O ' Crow ley , Janet 

O ' Crow l ey ,  Janet 

Oakes , P h i l i p 

Odmark , Jean 

Odmark , Jean 

Ofte , Don 

O i l ,  Chem i c a l  and Atom i c  Workers Loc a l  

O i l ,  Chem i c a l  a n d  Atom i c  Workers Loc a l  

O l sen , Cheryl 

O l sen , James Ke i th 

Locat ion 

Santa Cruz , CA 

Ketchum ,  J O  

Pocate 1 10 ,  J O  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Buh l ,  J O  

Buh 1 ,  I D  

P i cabo , J O  

P i cabo , J O  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D 

McCa 1 1 ,  J O  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

S he l l ey ,  I D  

S he l ley ,  I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  J O  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Order 

N o .  

E 1 7 1  

E386 

E526  

W033 

E376 

E375  

E357  

T504 

E 7 5 1  

B050 

E208 

W005 

E082 

1 053 

1 53 7  

1 539  

Sect i on Numbers 

5 15 See Dav i s ,  W. Jackson 

5 364 1 .  1 ,  2 .  1 .  1 ,  2 . 1 .  6 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 .  2 1 , 5 . 1 .  45 , 5 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  

5 . 29 . 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 

5 487 

6 52  

5 359 

5 359 

5 284 

3 733 

5 706  

3 84 

5 9 7  

6 4 

4 784 

3 407 

3 567 

3 5 7 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 0 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1  

4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1  

DOE I D  D i st r .  Letter 

See A l l en ,  Duane 

See A l l en , Duane 

3 . 2 . 23 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 13 . 13 

1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 9 .  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 6 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 13 . 4 .  5 . 13 . 9 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 0 .  

5 . 1 3 . 1 2 .  5 . 23 . 7  

Vol. Page Response

359

359

97

784



:x:-
I 

� 
N 

Name 

O l son , Dana 

O l son , M i chae l R .  

Oregon , State of 

Orr , M i chae l C .  

Orr , M i chae l C .  

Osborne , Morr i s  

Osborne , Morr i s  

Osterm i l l er , Dan i e l  

Osterm i  l l er , L i sa 

Osterm i l l e r ,  L i sa 

Ostrogorsky , He len 

Ovard , R .  J im 

Pace , Cha r l es 

Packham , Dean A .  

Packham , Dean A .  

Paddock , B i l l  

L ocat i on 

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

S a  l em ,  OR 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

McCa l l ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D 

Bo i se I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

Cha 1 1  i s ,  I D 

Order 

No . 

101255 

101580 

101628 

B255 

101533 

E492 

101107 

E222 

B034 

E224 

E252 

101238 

T562 

E496 

101068 

E 5 1 6  

Vo  l .  

6 

6 

6 

3 

6 

5 

6 

5 

3 

5 

5 

6 

3 

5 

6 

5 

1 96  

6 74  

699 

2 7 6  

594 

457 

9 6  

1 04 

66 

1 0 7  

1 68 

187  

817  

459 

73 

475  

Sect i on Numbers 

l . I ,  3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

7 . 7  

See Go ldschm i dt ,  N e i l ,  Governor 

l . 1 .  2 . l . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 1 l . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 1 8 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  

5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

l . l ,  2 . l . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 1 l . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  

5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 29 . 1  

l . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 30 , 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

l . l ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

l . l ,  2 . l . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . l . 8 

l . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . l . 42 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . l . 4  

l . I ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 1 3 . 19 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 4 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 82 , 6 . 4 . 6  

l . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 l . 1 .  6 . 2  

1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

Page Response

457



» 
I 

\0 
W 

Name 

Paddock , B i l l  

Pa i ge ,  Bern i ce E .  

Pa i ge ,  Oav i d  M .  

Pa lme r ,  Caro l 

Pa l ouse-C l earwater  Env i ronmenta l I n st i tute  

Park , Cha r l es V .  

Park , Char les  V .  

Park , Gary 

Park , Gary 

Park , Mah 10n S .  

Park , Mah 10n  S .  

Parker ,  S haron , Jac k ,  J i l l ,  and Sam 

Park i n ,  Kate 

Park i n ,  Kate 

Parness , Roger 

Pascha 1 1 ,  L i za 

Patc h i n ,  Mrs . Co l i n  

Pat i n o ,  Steve 

Locat i on 

Cha l l  i s ,  I D  

S u n  V a  l ley , 1 0  

S u n  V a  l l ey , 1 0  

Be l l evue , 1 0  

Moscow, 1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Be l l evue , I D 

Bo i s e ,  I D 

Bo i s e ,  I D  

B o  i se ,  I D 

Sun Va 1 1 ey , 1 0  

Coeur d ' A l en e ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Order 

No . 

1.' 1 03 

W 1 7B 

1.'359 

E769 

B054 

E 700 

1 1 02  

E 7 1 9  

1 505 

E 589 

1.'22 5  

1.' 198 

B078 

E 253 

1.'264 

E405 

1.'428 

E 6 1 5  

V o  l .  

6 

6 

6 

5 

3 

5 

3 

5 

3 

5 

6 

6 

3 

5 

6 

5 

6 

5 

93 

145  

443 

734 

9 7  

656 

497 

6 7 1  

5 1 3  

529 

1 7 6  

1 60  

142  

1 68 

2 03 

385 

491 

576 

Sect i on N umbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

1 .  1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 .  13 , 6 . 1 .  2 

See Butters , Mary 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

2 . 8 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 7 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 . 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 8 , 6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 1 . 1  

1 .  1 ,  2 . 6 .  1 ,  5 .  1 .  42 , 6 .  1 .  2 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 3 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 

I) a g e

443

Response



» 
I 

1.0 
� 

Name 

Pat l a ,  Debra 

Pat l a ,  Debra 

Patterson , Pau 1 

Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

Pau l , E l i zabeth 

Pau l , E l i zabeth 

Pau l , E l  i zabeth 

Pau l , E l i zabeth 

Pau l , Tau l  

Pau l , Tau l  

Pau l son , Steve 

Payton , Patty 

Pearson , Brad 

Pearson , Brad 

Peavey , John , State Senator 

Locat i on 

V i ctor , I D  

V i c tor , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ketc hum , I D  

Ketchum ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum ,  I D  

Ketchum ,  I D  

Ketchum ,  I D  

Lenor e ,  I D 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Arco , I D  

Order 

� Vo l .  

E 1 50 4 

1 084 3 

1.'330 5 

E355 5 

1 51 0  3 

T502 3 

T581 3 

1.'007 5 

E482 5 

T548 3 

1.'309 5 

E 705 5 

E322 5 

T040 3 

B223 3 

859 

457 

347 

280 

523 

727  

848 

5 

451  

790 

328 

654 

250 

552 

242 

Sect i on N umbers 

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 , 5 . 1 . 3 5 , 5 . 1 . 4 0 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 57 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 , 

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 8 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5 ,  5 . 2 ,  5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 5 ,  2 . 2 . 1 7 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 9 ,  2 . 8 . 1 0 ,  2 . 8 . 12 ,  2 . 8 . 1 3 ,  

3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 2 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 22 . 5 , 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 3 1 . 15 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 4 . 5 , 4 . 7 . 1 , 4 . 8 . 1 .  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 5 ,  2 . 2 . 17 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 9 ,  2 . 8 . 1 0 ,  2 . 8 . 1 2 ,  2 . 8 . 13 ,  

3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 22 . 6 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 5 ,  5 . 3  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 ,  5 . 5 . 5  

2 . 8 . 8 ,  2 . 9 ,  2 . 13 . 18 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 5 , 4 . 14 ,  5 . 3  

1 . 1 , 2 . 3 , 4 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 5 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 1 . 5 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 3 ,  2 . 1 2 . 3 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 3 0 ,  

5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 2 ,  5 . 23 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 3 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 9 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 3  

Paqe Response

457



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo L Sect i on Numbers 
Peck , Dav i d  A .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 5 18  5 478 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6  

Peck , Dav i d  A .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  \01052 6 64 1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Pedersen , Leah Ha i l ey ,  I D  \01484 6 553 1 . 1  

Pedersen , Lucy Ketchum , I D  \01512  6 574 1 . 1  

Pehrson , Joe I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E052 4 757 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Pehrson , Joe I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 044 3 379 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

P emberton , Anne Ha i l ey ,  I D  E413  5 391  1 . 1 .  4 . 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Penge l ly ,  Laure Bo i se ,  I D  \01550 6 606 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 3  
� 

I 
\0 Penz , Troy Bo i se ,  I D  E 7 1 1  5 666 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 4 (J1 

Perry,  A i  l ene G .  B l ackfoot , I D  E284 5 2 1 6  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9  

Perry,  A l v i n  L .  B lackfoot , I D  E283 5 2 1 6  1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

Person s ,  Lew i s  Ketchum , I D  E384 5 363 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2  

Person s ,  Lew i s  Ketchum , I D  T5 15  3 749 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2  

Peterson , Jerry A .  Bo i s e ,  I D  \01308 6 327 1 . 1  

Pet i t i on \01034 6 53 1 . 1  

Pet i t i on \01044 6 59 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 1 

Pet i t i on \01045 6 59 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Pet i t i on \01046 6 60 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Pet i t i on \01070 6 75 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Page Response

757

391

59



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers 

Pet i t i on 1.'07 1 6 7 5  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Pet i t i on 1.'072 6 76 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Pet i t i on 1.'073 6 76  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Pet i t  i on 1.'074 6 7 7  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Pet i t i on 1.'093 6 86 1 . 1  

Pet i t i on 1.' 1 24 6 1 07 1 . 1  

Pet i t i on 1.' 1 25  6 1 08 1 . 1  

Pet i t  i on 1.'126  6 1 08 1 . 1  

):> 
I 

1.0 Pet i t i on 1.'343 6 357  1 . 1  
()) 

Pet i t i on Bozman , MT 1.'492 6 559 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 1 4 , 5 . 24 . 3 0  

Pet i t i on 1.'57 0  6 668 1 . 1  

Pet i t i on 1.'57 1 6 668 1 . 1  

Pet i t i on ,  ( Pat l a ,  Debra ) V i ctor , I D  1.'554 6 608 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Pet i t i ons  E 1 2 7  4 825  1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Pet i t i ons  E 578 5 5 1 7  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Pet i t i ons  and Cards E 0 1 0  4 58 1 . 1 . 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 1  

Pet i t i ons , B la i ne County Res i dents  B l a i ne County I D  E389 5 3 7 0  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 , 6 . 3  

P h i l i pson , James I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  I D E 03 1  4 740  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 1 9 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 2  

Ph i l i pson , James I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  l D  1 027  3 3 58 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 1 9 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  

W554

Paqe Response

77

357

559



Order 

Name Locat ion  � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Ph i l i pson , James I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 027 3 3 58 6 . 2  

P h i l l i p s , A l berta M .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  1<14 14 6 481 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 

P h i  1 1  i p s , B i rney Arc o ,  I D  E 067 4 7 7 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

P h i  1 1  i p s ,  B i rney Arco ,  I D  1 046 3 39 1  1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 

P h i l l i p s ,  B i rney Arco , I D  1.'479 6 550 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

P h i l l i p s , G l enn  A .  Arc o ,  I D  E353 5 277  1 . 1 . 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 1 . 1 1 

P h i l l i p s ,  K .  and G i l bert R .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  1.'188 6 1 52 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1  

:t> 
P h i l l i p s ,  Kay Ha i l ey , l D  E349 5 273  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  I 

\0 
--....j 

Phomboutdy , Boon Pocate l l o ,  I D  1.'355 6 440 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 9  

P i er , Brad Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  E 1 16 4 8 18  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1 1  

P i erce ,  Kenneth L .  Denver , CO E596 5 532 5 . 1 0 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 2 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 3 

P i erce ,  Kenneth L .  Denver , CO 1.'008 6 8 5 . 1 0 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 13 

P i etr i ,  Joseph E .  McCa 1 1 ,  I D 1.'276 6 209 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

P i fe r ,  Larry E .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E486 5 454 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

P i fe r ,  Larry E .  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 1.'2 14 6 1 7 0  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

P i gford , Thomas H .  Berke ley , CA 1.'237  6 186  5 . 1 . 18 ,  5 . 2 . <1  

P i  l otte , Dan Bo i se ,  I D  B260 3 281 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

P i l otte , Dan Bo i se ,  I D  E685 5 641  1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

W479

Page Response



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers  

P i ncock , Dav i d  L .  Rexburg , I D  1,1 1 73  6 1 42 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

P i ot ter , Kar l  F .  Ketchum , I D  E453 5 420 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

P i otter , Kar l  F .  Ketchum, I D T534 3 7 7 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

P l att , R i chard McCa 1 1 ,  I D E 1 92 5 7 9  1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 9 , 3 . 3 . 2 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 2  

P l etcher , Johnna and De l Ketchum , I D  E303 5 234 1 . 1  

P l uton i um Cha l l enge Coa l i t i on Oss i n i ng , NY B016 3 39 See Aud i n ,  L i ndsay 

P l uton i um Cha l l enge Coa l i t i on Os s i n i ng ,  NY E 1 7 9  5 43 See Aud i n ,  L i ndsay 

:x:-
Pocate l l o Board of Rea ltors , I nc . Pocate l l o ,  I D  1,1157  6 130 See Stee l e ,  Stephen A .  

I 
� 

Pocate l lo Chamber of Commerce Pocate l l o ,  I D  E021  4 2 75  See Sagness ,  R i chard L .  co 

Pocate l l o Chamber of Commerce Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 0 1 5  3 335 See Sagness ,  R i chard L .  

Pocate l lo Chamber o f  Commerce Pocate l l o ,  I D  1,1049 6 62  See Hatch ,  Dawn 

Pocat e l lo Reg i ona l Med i ca l  Center Pocate l l o ,  ID  E498 5 460 See Cagen , R i chard M .  

Pocate l l o Reg i ona l Med i ca l  Center Pocate l l o ,  I D  1,1228 6 1 7 8  See Cagen , R i chard M .  

Pocate l lo ,  C i ty of Pocate l l o ,  I D  E536 5 496 See F i n layson , R i c hard S .  

Pocate l l o ,  C i ty of Pocate l l o ,  I D  1,11 1 6  6 1 0 1  See F i n layson , R i chard S .  

Pomeroy, C .  W .  Ketc hum , I D  E457 5 423 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 4  

Pomeroy , C .  W .  Ketchum , I D  T 538 3 7 74  1 . 1  

Pomeroy , Tom Ketchum ,  I D  E479 5 449 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 9 , 3 . 3 . 3 , 4 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 , 5 . 2 2 . 3 , 5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 70 ,  5 . 2 9 . 92 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  
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P omeroy , Tom Ketchum , I D  T542 3 782 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 70 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Porter , John , Mayor Rexburg , I D  E096 4 802 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

Porter , John , Mayor Rexburg , I D  1 065 3 426 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

Powe 1 1 ,  Pau 1 I da ho  Fa l l  s ,  I D 1 052 3 406 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

P ra i r i e  Fa l con Audubon Soc i ety Buh l ,  I D  E 776  5 740 See Fa i rch i ld ,  Dor i s  

P ra i r i e  Fa l con Audubon Soc i ety Buh l ,  I D  T074 3 704 See Fa i rch i l d ,  Dor i s  

P r i c e ,  B r i n d i  L .  Bo i se ,  I D  E l l S  5 669 1 . 1 .  5 . 6 . 2  

» 
P r i c e ,  Ma l l an J .  1.'3 19  6 336 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  I 

\D 
\D 

P r i c e ,  R i ck  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 1 2 5  4 823 1 . 1 .  4 . 3 , 4 . 7 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

P r i c e ,  R i ck Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 074  3 44 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

P r i o r ,  Chery l e  Ha l l  Ketchum , I D  1.'328 6 344 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

Proks a ,  Denn i s  Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 51 4  3 53 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Proksa , Denn i s  J .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E l 26  5 680 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 5  

Proks a ,  Jes s i ca Lynn  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 7 2 7  5 68 1 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 , 6 . 2  

Proksa , Jes s i e  Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 5 1 5  3 533 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2  

Proksa , Margo Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 1 46  4 84 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Proksa , Margo Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 080 3 45 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 3  

Purdy ,  L .  N .  P i cabo , I D  E 5 75  5 5 1 6  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 4 . 1  
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Purdy , L .  N .  P i cabo , 1 0  W067 6 73 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

P y l e ,  Barbara McCa 1 1 ,  ID E 2 1 7  5 102 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9  

Qua l l s ,  Susan L .  Jerome , 1 0  E 772  5 737 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

Qu i nn ,  B i  1 1y Sun Va 1 1 ey , 1 0  E471  5 443 3 . 4  

Raeber , H i l degard Ketchum ,  ID E507 5 465 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Raebe r ,  H i l degard Ketchum , I D  W2 19  6 1 73 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Rahder , Bobbi  Pocate l l o ,  ID  E761  5 724 2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 89 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  6 . 2  

::t> 
Ranck , John B l ackfoot , I D  W4 19  6 483 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 7  I 

........ 
0 
0 

Rande 1 1 ,  Ju 1 i e  K imbe r l y ,  I D  E352 5 2 76  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2  

Rande 1 1 ,  Ju 1 i e  K imbe r l y ,  I D  T062 3 677 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

Rande l l ,  Ju l i e and Robert K i mbe r l y ,  1 0  E388 5 369 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9  

Ransom , Bob F i  l e r ,  1 0  E774 5 739 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 8 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

Ransom , Bob F i  l e r ,  I D  T070 3 697 1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 84 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Rapp , Dav i d  L .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  W140 6 1 1 9 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

Read , He i d i  Bo i se ,  1 0  B086 3 156  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 8  

Read , He i d i  B o  i se , I D E260 5 186 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 4 ,  

6 . 1 . 4 , 6 . 1 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 8  

Paqe

73

737

443
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Rea l e ,  Carta Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  E740 5 692 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 6 ,  5 . 26 . 2  

Rea l e ,  Carta Pocate l lo ,  I D  1 523  3 546 2 . 7 . 8  

Redfern , Bert i l i a L .  Buh l , I D  W259 6 200 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

Reed , James and Lea Ha i l ey ,  I D  E4 1 1  5 390 1 . 1  

Reed , J i m  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  E093 4 797 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

Reed , J i m  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 06 1  3 421 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

Reed , Mark I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 0 1 5  4 261 1 .  1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 3 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 

Reed , Mary Lou Coeu r  d ' A l ene , I D  W53 1 6 591 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 95 
):0 

, 
....... 

R e i cher ,  Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC 1 006 3 3 1 0  2 . 1 . 3 ,  2 . 1 . 5 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 1 . 7 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 7 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  0 
....... 4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1  

R e i cher , Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC W463 6 525 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 3 ,  2 . 1 . 5 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 5 . 2 , 2 . 7 . 7 ,  2 . 7 . 1 3 ,  

2 . 1 3 . 1 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 5 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  

4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 8 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 2 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 6 ,  5 . 8 . 1 6 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 26 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

R e i cher , Dan W .  Wash i ngton , DC W605 6 687 7 . 32 

Re i cher , Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC W606 6 687 7 . 33 

Re i cher , Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC W607 6 688 7 . 34 

Re i c her , Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC W608 6 688 7 . 35  

R e i c her , Dan W .  Wash i ngton , DC W609 6 689 7 . 36 

R e i che r ,  Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC W6 1 0  6 689 7 . 37 
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R e i cher ,  Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC 1,16 1 1  6 690 7 . 38 

Re i cher ,  Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC W61 2  6 690 7 . 39 

Remer , C la rence E497 5 460 1 . 1  

Remer , C l a rence W122  6 1 0 6  1 . 1  

Reno , Norman I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W418 6 483 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4  

Rexburg Chamber o f  Commerce Rexburg , I D  W 173 6 142  See P i ncock , Dav i d  L .  

Rexburg , C i ty of Rexburg , I D  E096 4 802 See Porter , John , Mayor 

l> 
Rexburg , C i ty of Rexburg , I D  1 065  3 426  See  Porter , John , Mayor 

I 
...... 
C> Reyno lds , A l an Ketchum , I D  W 1 70  6 140  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  
N 

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 7 

Rhoads , Jeff and Ke l l i e I nkom ,  I D  E757  5 7 1 4  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 

R i ce and Da l ten , R .  and C .  L .  Ketchum , I D  W518  6 578 1 . 1  

R i chardson , Mack Bo i s e ,  I D  B O l l  3 2 7  5 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 1 08 

R i chardson , Mack Bo i se ,  I D  E 1 74 5 33 5 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 1 08 

R i c hardson , Reg i na Sun Va 1 1 ey , I D  E8 1 1  5 7 7 5  1 . 1 .  2 . 8 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 4 ,  2 . 8 . 9 ,  2 . 8 . 1 3 ,  2 . 8 . 1 4 ,  2 . 9 ,  5 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 1 3 . 14 

R i chardson , Reg i na Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T569 3 833 1 . 1 , 5 . 6 . 9 , 6 . 1 . 1  

R i chtsme i e r ,  Jean I daho Fa l l  s ,  I D 1 0 18  3 343 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 92 , 6 . 3  

R i ckards , Peter Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E790 5 758 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

R i ckards , Peter Tw i n  Fa 1 1 s ,  I D  T564 3 823 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 30 
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R i ck s , Mark , State Senator Rexburg , I D  B004 3 14  1 . 1 , 2 . 13 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 7 . 2 2 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 08 

R i cks , Mark , State S enator Rexbur g ,  I D  E 1 64 5 9 1 . 1 , 2 . 13 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 7 . 2 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 08 

R i ede l ,  M i c ha e l  W .  Ketchum , I D  W 1 62 6 133 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 

R igby , Mary Jayne I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 533 5 495 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

R i gby , Mary Jayne I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W 1 1 7  6 1 0 1  1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

R i gby , Robert L .  Soda Spr i ngs , I D  E577  5 5 1 7  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

R igby , Robert L .  Soda Spr i ngs , I D  W065 6 72  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  
» 

I 
...... 
a R i koon , Robert Eag l e ,  I D  B202 3 2 1 6  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 
w 

R i koon , Robert and Debra Eag l e ,  I D  E 6 19  5 581 1 . 1 .  3 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 33 ,  5 . 25 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

R i sc h ,  Jame s ,  State Senator Bo i se ,  I D  E 1 63 5 8 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

R i tch i e ,  Ada I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E029 4 737 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 

R i tc h i e ,  Ada Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 024 3 353 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 14 

R i tch i e ,  Stephen J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E695 5 650 1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

R i tc h i e ,  Stephen J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 092 3 480 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

R i v i era , Ho l ly P i cabo , I D  E358 5 285 4 . 1 5 . 1 .  6 . 3  

Robert s ,  Chr i st i ne Mounta i n  Home , I D  W404 6 472 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Roberts ,  Debra Bo i s e  I D  B076 3 138 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 6  
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Roberts ,  Lorry Bo i se ,  I D  '.1403 6 472 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Roberts , Ton i M .  Bo i se ,  I D  '.1439 6 499 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

Robertson , Robert L .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  [092 4 797 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 

Robert son , Robert L .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 060  3 420 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

Rob i nson , Jera l d  L .  I da ho Fa l l s ,  I D  '.1540 6 600  1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

Rob i nson , Joe Bo i se , I D [586 5 527 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

Rob i nson , Joe Bo i se ,  I D  '.12 1 8  6 1 72  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

Rob i nson , Ju l i e V i ctor , I D  [036 4 744 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3  
» 

I 
...... 

Rob i son , Suzanne P .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  '.152 1 6 581 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  a 
""'" 

Roc h ,  Arthur P .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  '.1520 6 579 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4  

Roche , Cra i g  Ha i l ey , I D  '.1565 6 665 1 . 1  

Rodes , J i m  and Sh i r ley Garden Va l l ey ,  I D  '.1302 6 324 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 92 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Rodman , Ju l i e Be l l evue , I D  E385 5 364 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Rodman , J u l i e  B e  1 1  evue , I D T506 3 738 1 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Ronayne , D i ane Bo i s e ,  I D  B040 3 73 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

Ronayne , D i ane Bo i s e ,  I D  E 2 1 6  5 10 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

Rosbury , Karen Thomas Ketc hum , I D  '.1272 6 207  1 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Rosentreter , Janet Bo i se , I D '.1192 6 1 5 6  1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 24 . 30  

Rosentreter , Roger Bo i se ,  I D  E232 5 1 1 7 1 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 8 ,  5 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2  

W439
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R os s ,  Jeanette Bo i s e ,  I D  B230 

Ross , Jeanette Bo i s e ,  I D  E658 

R ot h ,  Jess i e  E .  Ame r i can Fa l l s ,  I D  E l 07 

Rowden , Conn i e  I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  I D  E 557  

Rowden , Conn i e  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W023 

Rowe , Car l  Ketchum , I D  E 787  

Rowe , Ca r l  Ketchum , I D  T557 

Rowe , M i ke B l ackfoot , I D  E 046 
» 

I 
....... 

R udd , Gera ld  R .  Bo i se ,  I D  E 504 a 
(J1 

R udd , Gera l d  R .  Bo i se ,  I D  W097 

Rude , E r i c  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  W516  

R up recht , Fam i l y  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E281  

R up recht , Fam i ly  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  ID  T012  

R u s se l l ,  Darre l I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 029 

R u s se l l ,  Rob i e  G .  Seatt l e ,  WA W473 

Russe l l ,  She l l ey McCa 1 1 ,  I D  B026 

Russe l l ,  She l l ey McCa 1 1 ,  I D  E l90  

Ryda l c h ,  Ann , State Senator I daho Fa  l l s ,  I D  B006 

Vo l .  

3 25 1  

5 6 19  

4 8 1 2  

5 507 

6 44 

5 755  

3 809 

4 754 

5 464 

6 89 

6 576 

5 2 14  

3 6 17  

3 361 

6 544 

3 55 

5 77 

3 16 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 .  6, 6 . 5 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

2 . 1 2 . 5 , 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 6 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 , 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 , 1  

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 8 , 2 . 7 . 1 0 , 4 . 7 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 9 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 , 87 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 , 6 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 3 0 . 4 . 7 ,  

6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

5 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 5 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 , 3 . 6 , 5 . 3 . 9 ,  5 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 23 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 23 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 29 

2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 7 , 2 ,  2 . 7 , 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 , 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

Page  Response

755

754



Order 

Name Locat i on N o .  V o  l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Ryda l c h ,  Ann , State Senator I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  E 1 66 5 1 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

S I S  Supporters Idaho Fa l l s ,  1 0  E085 4 786 See A l l good , Lane 

S I S  Supporters I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 056 3 4 1 0  S e e  A l l good , Lane 

Sackman , John Wm . Bo i se ,  I D  W002 6 2 1 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 14 

Sagnes s , R i chard L .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E021  4 2 75  1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

Sagness , R i chard L .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  1 01 5  3 335 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1 

Sah l be rg , Tom Pocate l lo ,  I D  W354 6 438 1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 , 3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5  
::t:> 

I 
...... 
0 S a l i ,  Gregory Bo i se ,  I D  B084 3 1 5 1  5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 2  
m 

S a l i ,  Gregory Bo i se ,  I D  E 258 5 1 7 5  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 0 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

S a l onya , C a l  Ha i l ey ,  J D  E481 5 4 5 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Sa l onya , Ca l Ha i ley , J D  T547 3 790  1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC T017 3 625 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 1 .  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 3 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 26 . 2  

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W59 1 6 680 7 . 1 8 

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W592 6 680 7 . 1 9 

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W593 6 681 7 . 2 0  

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W594 6 681 7 . 2 1  

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W595 6 682 7 . 2 2  

Paqe Response



Order 
Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W596 6 682 7 . 23 

Sa l zman ,  Jason Was h i ngton , DC W59 7 6 683 7 . 24 

Sa l zman ,  Jason Was h i ngton , DC W598 6 683 7 . 25 

Sa lzman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W599 6 684 7 . 26 

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W600 6 684 7 . 2 7 

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W601 6 685 7 . 28 

Sa l zman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC W602 6 685 7 . 29 

Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W603 6 686 7 . 3 0  
» 

I 
........ Sa l zman , Jason Was h i ngton , DC W604 6 686 7 . 3 1  0 
....... 

Sampson , Krys Pocate l lo ,  I D  E l 06 4 8 12  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

Sanders , R i chard F .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W494 6 560 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

Satterf i e ld ,  H .  Jack Pocate l l o ,  I D  E584 5 526 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 5  

Satterf i e l d ,  H .  Jack Pocate l lo ,  I D  W075 6 77 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Saucerman , John I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D E032 4 741  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

Saucerman , John I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 028 3 360 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

Saye r ,  W i nona Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  E048 4 755 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

Scharf , Lee Bo i se ,  I D  B221  3 239 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

Scha rf , Lee Bo i se ,  I D  E638 5 601  1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Schepps , Benjam i n ,  and Stone , He l en Ha i l ey , I D  W49 1 6 559 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Paci Response



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Sch i ff l e r ,  D i ane E266  5 191  1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

Schne i de r ,  Betty H .  Ketchum , I O  E454 5 420 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Schne i d e r ,  Betty H .  Ketchum , 1 0  T535 3 77 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Schoo l O i st r i ct 25  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  E 5 18  5 478 See Peck , Dav i d  A .  

Schoo l � i st r i ct 2 5  Pocate l l o ,  I O  1.'052 6 64 See Peck , Dav i d  A .  

Schroede r ,  O i anne Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  E380 5 361  1 . 1  

Schu ltz , Chr i stophe r ,  and Shaw , L i nda Ketchum , 1 0  1.'383 6 460 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

Schu l z , Lane Ha i l ey ,  10 1.'487 6 556 1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 1 , 4 . 1 , 5 . 7 . 1 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 3 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 8  
::t> 

I 
....... 

Schwake , Suzanne S imon Ketchum ,  1 0  E418 5 395 1 . 1  0 
CO 

Schwend i g ,  Lee I daho Fa l l s  1 0  1 02 6  3 356 5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

Scott , Lynn R i gby , I O  E 702 5 658 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 4 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Sea lander , Oav i d  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  E 041  4 748 2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 6 ,  

3 . 2 . 18 , 4 . 1 , 4 . 2 . 1 , 4 . 7 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  

4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 2 6 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 9 . 3 1 , 5 . 29 . 45 , 5 . 29 . 67 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 4 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 5 ,  6 . 3  

Sea lander , Oav i d  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  1 035  3 367 2 . 7 . 1 2 , 3 . 3 . 1 .  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 9 . 1 .  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  

4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  6 . 3  

Seaman , Tom F .  Ketchum ,  1 0  1.'378 6 457 1 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Sedgw i ck ,  A l l i son Bo i se ,  1 0  B042 3 74 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

S e i l e r ,  Mark Bo i s e ,  I O  1.'388 6 463 1 . 1  

Page Response

64

395

457

74



Orde r 

Name Locat i on ..li£.:..... Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Se l f ,  R i cha rd Ketchum , I D  W490  6 558 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

S e l l ers , Ed Ketchum, I D  T576 3 842 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

Ses s i on s ,  ROil Ammon , I D  E 750 5 705 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30  

S es s i on s ,  Ron Ammon , I D  1 535  3 564 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 , 3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

S ev i e r ,  D i ck  Bo i se ,  I D  E672  5 628 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

Shad l ey ,  Sue I daho Fa l l  s ,  I D E569 5 513 1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Shad l ey ,  Sue I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D W020 6 42 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

» 
Shatter l y ,  F rances Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T533 3 770  1 . 1  

I 
..... 
0 She r ,  Cathy Lava Hot Spr i ngs , I D  E759 5 723 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 2  
\0 

Sherwood ,  Robert K .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W195 6 1 58 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 , 5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

Shockey , Car la  Bur l ey ,  I D  E402 5 383 1 . 1  

Shockey , Car la B u r l ey ,  I D  E802 5 768 1 . 1 , 5 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8  

S hockey , Car l a  Bur l ey ,  I D  T572 3 837 1 . 1 , 5 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

Shoka l ,  Edward C .  Hagerman ,  I D  E387 5 366 2 . 2 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 5  

Shoka l ,  Edward C .  Hagerman ,  ! D E767  5 729 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 5 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

6 . 3  

Shoka l ,  Edward C .  Hagerman , I D T073 3 701  1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 2 ,  2 . 2 . 9 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 3  

Shoshone-Bannock Tr i bes B lackfoot , I D  T562 3 8 1 7  S e e  Pace , Char les  

Shoshone-Bannock Tr i bes Fort Ha 1 1 ,  ID W456 6 5 12  See  Brode r i c k ,  Susan 

Page Response
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J> 
I 

........ 
........ 
o 

Name 

S hotwe l l ,  D i ck 

S i ddoway ,  James 

S i emon , Mark 

S i emon , Mark 

S i ever , D i ck 

S i l va , Karen L .  

S i l va , Karen L .  

S i mmonds , Dav i d  

S impson , Pat r i ck and Karen 

Skoro , Char les  

Skoro , Char les  

Skotte , Barbara 

Skoye , Heather 

Sma 1 1 ,  Wi 1 1  

Sma 1 1 ,  W i  1 1  

Sma 1 1 ,  W i  1 1  

Locat i on 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

S t .  Anthony , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D 

Ketchum , I D 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

B o  i se , I D 

P i cabo , I D  

P i cabo , I D  

P i cabo ,  I D  

Order 

� 
'01213 

'01250 

E458 

T539 

B243 

B083 

E 1 68 

E 22 1  

'01398 

B059 

E237 

E650 

E 7 13  

E470 

E785 

T551 

Vo l .  

6 

6 

5 

3 

3 

3 

5 

5 

6 

3 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

3 

1 70  

194 

425 

7 7 5  

264 

1 50 

13  

1 04 

468 

1 1 3  

148 

609 

667 

432 

753 

802 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 7 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 3  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1 3 

4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1 3 

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 2 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 2 

2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 7 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 1 . 39 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 1 . 43 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 6 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 

5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 10 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 . 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 1 2 . 2  

2 . 1 2 . 2  

Page Response
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432



;p 
I 

...... 
...... 
...... 

Name 

Sma l l ,  W i l l  

Sm i th ,  Ang i e  

Sm i th ,  E ugene Spencer 

Sm i t h ,  Garry R .  

Sm i t h ,  Garry R .  

Sm i th ,  J .  G .  

Sm i t h ,  J .  L .  

Sm i th ,  Ke i t h  H .  

Sm i t h ,  Ke i t h  H .  

Sm i th ,  L i sa 

Sm i t h ,  L i sa 

Sm i t h ,  S he l ly 

S nake R i ver  A l i ance 

Snake R i ver  A l i ance 

Snake R i ver  A l l i ance 

Snake R i ver  A l l i ance 

S nake R i ver  A l l iance 

Locat i on 

P i cabo , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

A i ken , SC 

A i ken , SC 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

P i ngree , I D  

P i ngree , I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Order 

N o .  

W408 

E476  

E 623 

E50 1  

W057 

W 132  

W279 

E559 

W021  

E488 

W 1 08 

W280 

B021  

E 181  

E355 

1 5 1 0  

T502 

Vo l .  

6 

5 

5 

5 

6 

6 

6 

5 

6 

5 

6 

6 

3 

5 

5 

3 

3 

474 

446 

586 

462 

68 

1 1 2  

2 1 2  

508 

43 

455 

97 

2 13 

48 

6 1  

280 

523 

727  

Sect i on Numbers 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 1 . 5 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 7 ,  3 . 6 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 6 , 5 . 1 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 6 . 1 1 .  5 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 7 . 1 8 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 1 . 1 .  

5 . 2 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 39 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 7 7 ,  5 . 29 . 82 , 5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 29 . 1 03 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 4 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 37 

Acknow l edgement Rece i pt 

Acknow l edgement Rece ipt  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 28 . 2 , 6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

See W i l son , Monte 

See W i l son , Monte 

See Pau l , E l i zabeth 

See Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

See Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

Paqe Response
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)::> 
I 

...... 
...... 
N 

Name 

Snake R i ver A l l i ance 

Snake R i ver A l l i ance 

Snoder l y ,  R i ck 

Sohman , He len B .  

Spa i n ,  Stacy 

Speck , James P .  

Speck , James P .  

Spencer , Jon 

S p i l l er , Lyn n ,  Ker i , and Jeff 

S p i nner , Mary 

Spoffard,  Cathy 

Spofford , Cathy 

Spofford , Pau l i ne 

Spofford , Pau l i ne 

Sprabeary,  Marv i n  A .  

Sprague , Mark 

Locat i on 

Ketchum , 1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se , 1 0  

I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Order 

N o .  

T581 

1,1007 

1 538 

E794 

B267 

E 585 

1,10 1 9  

E073 

E307  

1,1134  

1,1567 

E641 

B220  

E637  

1,1265  

B 1 09 

Va l .  

3 

6 

3 

5 

3 

5 

6 

4 

5 

6 

6 

5 

3 

5 

6 

3 

848 

6 

569 

762  

286 

527 

42 

777  

240 

1 1 3  

666  

603 

238 

600 

204 

1 95  

Sect i on Numbers 

See Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

See Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 1 .  2 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  4 . 9 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 5 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 23 . 1 6 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 5 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  

5 . 23 . 1 6 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 55 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

Paqe Response
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Order 

Name Locat i on ..l!.2..:.... Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers  

Squ i res , Russ  Idaho Fa  1 1  s ,  I D  W367 6 447 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 

St . C l a i r ,  Barbara M .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  E696 5 651 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  2 . 1 3 . B ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

St . C l a i r ,  Barbara M .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 093 3 482 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  2 . 1 3 . 8 , 3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  

5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

Sta l l ard ,  Jack Ketchum , I D  E430 5 404 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

S ta 1 1  a rd , Lyn L .  Ketchum ,  I D E423 5 398 1 . 1 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 2  

Sta l l i ngs , R i chard Bo i s e ,  I D E006 4 35 1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 7 , 3 . 3 . 1 , 3 . 3 . 3 , 4 . 5 , 4 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 1 0 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

l> Sta l l i ngs , R i chard Bo i se ,  I D  1 002 3 3 0 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 5 ,  4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  I 
....... 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  ....... 
v..) 

Stanek , A lan E .  and Janette E .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  W392 6 465 1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Starkey , G lenn Nampa , I D  E l88 5 76  1 . 1  

State of I daho Arco , I D  B223 3 242 See Peavey , John , State Senator 

State of I daho Bo i se ,  I D  E005 4 32 See Andrus ,  Cec i l ,  Governor 

State of I daho B o i  s e ,  I D 1 00 1  3 299 See Andrus , Cec i l ,  Governor 

Staut s ,  Robert Bo i s e ,  I D  B022 3 50 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 92  

Staut s ,  Robert Bo i se ,  I D  E l87 5 75  1 . 1 , 2 . 3 , 2 . 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 3 , 5 . 29 . 9 2 

Stears , A l len , L i nda , and Dante B l ackfoot , I D  E090 4 796 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

Stears , A l len , L i nda , and Dante B lackfoot , I D  1.'176  6 144 1 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

Stee l e ,  Stephen A .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  W157 6 130  1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

Page Response

35

75



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Stennet , C 1 i nt Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T013  3 6 18  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

Stennett , C l i nt Ha i l ey ,  I D E 288 5 2 19  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

Steven s ,  Les 1 i e  Ketc hum , I D  W370  6 449 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Stevenson , E l i zabeth Be l l evue , I D  E338 5 265 1 . 1 , 4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 , 6 . 2  

Stevenson , E l i zabeth Be l l evue , I D  T049 3 664 1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

Stevenson , John Gannett , I D E332 5 2 60 1 .  1 ,  4 .  3 ,  5 .  6 . 4 ,  5 .  1 0  . 1 ,  5 .  1 6 .  1 ,  5 .  29 . 59 

Stevenson , John Gannet t ,  I D T 045 3 660  1 .  1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 59 

St i nger , D i ane Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 1 2 0  4 820 4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

)::> 
, 

...... St i tz i nger , Gary W .  Ketchum , I D  W3 1 5  6 334 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  
...... 
+:0 

Stoeck l e i n ,  Dav i d  R .  Ketchum , I D  W241 6 188 1 . 1  

Stoe l t i ng ,  Tom Pocate l l o ,  I D  E 136  4 835 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 24 . 27 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Stoe l t i ng ,  Tom Pocate l lo ,  I D  I on 3 447 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Stoke ,  Jonathan Ha i l ey ,  I D E278 5 202 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 1 1 . 3 ,  2 . 1 1 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 1 . 4 6 ,  5 . 1 . 4 7 ,  

5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 5 ,  5 . 6 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 8 . 1 7 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 8 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 5 , 5 . 1 4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 6 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 7 . 3 ,  5 . 20 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 6 ,  5 . 23 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 23 . 5 , 

5 . 23 . 1 3 ,  5 . 23 . 1 7 ,  5 . 23 . 19 ,  5 . 24 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 32 ,  5 . 28 . 8 , 

5 . 29 . 40 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 9 

Stoke ,  Jonathan Ha i l ey ,  I D  T007  3 60 7  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 4 . 1 , 5 . 1 6 . 1 , 5 . 1 7 . 3 , 5 . 2 0 . 1 ,  5 . 2 0 . 6 ,  5 . 2 1 . 3 ,  5 . 23 . 1 ,  

5 . 23 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 23 . 1 3 ,  5 . 23 . 1 7 ,  5 . 23 . 1 9 ,  5 . 24 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 9 

Paqe Response

447



Order 

Name Locat i on No .  Vo 1 .  Sect i on Numbers 

Sto l tzfu s ,  Jud i t h  H a i l ey , I D  W413 6 480 l . l ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Sto l z ,  Randy Bo i se , I D 8070 3 1 29 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 37 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Sto l z ,  Randy Bo i se ,  I D  E245 5 1 60 l . l ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  5 . l . 37 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . l . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Stone , As lett , Sandy, Bob , Lee , Cher i ,  Larry B lackfoot , lD E 1 08 4 813  l . l ,  2 . 8 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 89 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

Stone , Lynne Ketchum , ID E420 5 396 l . 1  

Stopo l ,  R i chard Ha i l ey , I D  E500 5 462 l . l ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 

Stopo 1 ,  R i chard H a i l ey , I D  W048 6 62  l . l ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

Stra i t ,  Dorothy 
l> 

Bo i se ,  I D  B 1 03 3 187 l . l ,  2 . l . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

I 
....... St ra i t ,  Dorothy Bo i se ,  I D  E608 5 569 2 . 1 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ....... 
(J"I 

Stra i ton , Steven Ha i l ey , I D  W498 6 563 1 . 1  

S treeter , Jack Mounta i n  Home , I D  W474 6 546 l . l ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

Student Body of Eastern I d  Voc-Tech Schoo l I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 058 3 414  See But i kofer , Robert 

Student s  for Wor ld Peace Bo i se ,  ! D  B0 17  3 42 See Esche l i n ,  Chr i s  

Student s for Wor l d  Peace Bo i s e ,  I D  B018 3 43 See Dav i s ,  Spencer 

Students for Wor ld Peace Bos i e ,  l D  B019 3 44 See Farbe r ,  Jason 

Sucher , Denn i s  I daho F a  1 1 s ,  I D  E747 5 701 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 , 2 . 7 . 1 3 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 3 

Sucher , Denn i s  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 1 533 3 560 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 1 3 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  � . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 27 . 6 . 1 3 

Su l l i van , Kerry Ha i ley , I D  W249 6 193 l . 1 .  5 . 29 . 87 

Page Response
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44



)::0 
I 

....... 
....... 
0'1 

Name 

S u l l i van , M i ke  

Su l l  i van , M i ke 

Sun Va l l ey ,  C i ty of 

Sun Va l l ey , C i ty of 

Sun Va l l ey-Ketchum Chamber of Commerce 

Sun Va l l ey-Ketchum Chamber of Commerce 

Surse l y ,  Kath l een 

Sutton , Robert B . 

Sutton , Robert B .  

Swanson , John R .  

Swanstrum,  Jeff 

Sykes , Frank 

Symms , Steve , Senator 

Symms , Steve ,  Senator 

Symons ,  Mary and Jerem i ah 

Sz u l i n sk i ,  M .  J .  

Locat i on 

Ha i l e y ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Sun Va l l e y ,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey , I D  

Buh l , I D 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

M i nneapo l i s ,  MN  

Bo i se ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Was h i ngton , DC 

Was h i ngton , DC 

Be l l evue , I D 

R i ch l and , WA 

Order 

� Vol . 

E363 5 

T509 3 

E273  5 

TOOl  3 

T006 3 

',1307 6 

T53 1 3 

B060 3 

E233 5 

',15 1 1  6 

B261  3 

',12 1 1  6 

E081  4 

1 05 1  3 

',1510  6 

',1458 6 

351  

741  

197  

599 

606  

326  

768 

1 1 6  

1 2 5  

573 

282 

1 67 

781  

401 

572 

518 

Sect i on N umbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 6 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 6 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

See L i eder , Ruth , Mayor 

See L i eder , Ruth , Mayor 

See Doug l a s , Norma 

See Doug l a s , Norma 

2 . 3 ,  2 . 5 . 5 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

3 . 2 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 .  5 . 2 . 1 6 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 4 

1 . 1 .  5 . 6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 , 3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 5 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  

5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 18 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 5 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5  

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 2 , 3 . 4 , 4 . 4 . 5 , 4 . 6 , 4 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 9 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

5 . 1 . 3 8 , 5 . 1 . 42 , 5 . 2 . 1 1 , 5 . 2 . 1 4 , 5 . 7 . 9 , 5 . 1 8 . 4 , 5 . 24 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 2 6 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 , 5 . 29 . 95  

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 3 . 8 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 3  

2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 4 . 7 . 1 .  5 . 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 8 ,  

FLagf  Response

599

573



:t> 
I 

........ 
........ 
........ 

Name 

Szu l i n sk i , M .  J .  

Tab l e r ,  J u l i et A .  

Tackman . Ke i th 

Tamash i ro ,  T .  K .  

Tanner , John 

Tanner , John 

Tanz i n i , James M .  

Tanz i n i , Pau l a  

Tauscher , Larry,  Kathy ,  and Stephan i e  

Tay l o r ,  Cather i ne 

Tay lor , Jack L .  

Tay lor , Kenneth J .  

Tay l or ,  Kenneth  J .  

Tay l or ,  R .  John 

Tea s l ey ,  M . , and Watson , D .  

Teater , T i mothy 

Teate r ,  T i mothy 

Locat i on 

R i c h land , WA 

Bozeman , MT 

Bo i se ,  I D  

1 da ho Fa l l  s ,  1 D 

1 da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D  

1 da h o  Fa l l  s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

1 da h o  Fa l l  s ,  I D  

1 da h o  Fa l l  s ,  I D  

Lew i ston , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

B o  i s e ,  1 D 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Order 

No . 

W458 

W426 

B028 

W 1 7 2  

E 7 1 8  

1 503 

W375  

W324 

E088 

W547 

E 652 

E490 

W l lO  

W194 

E766 

B072 

E247 

Vo l .  

6 

6 

3 

6 

5 

3 

6 

6 

4 

6 

5 

5 

6 

6 

5 

3 

5 

5 1 8  

488 

57 

142 

671 

509 

455 

341 

793 

604 

6 1 0  

456 

98 

157  

728 

132 

162 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 1 0 ,  5 . 24 . 1 9 ,  5 . 26 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  

5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 93 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  6 . 1 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

2 . 2 . 1 3 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 28 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 32 

2 . 2 . 1 3 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 28 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 32  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 8 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 0 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

3 . 2 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  

5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 29 . 1 09 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  

Paqe Response

455



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 
Teater , T imothy Bo i se ,  I D  E247 5 1 62 5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 85 , 5 . 29 . 1 09 

Te i tg e ,  Thomas Ha i l ey ,  I D  E366 5 353 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 97 , 5 . 3 0 . 5 . 7  

Ten I nd i v i dua l s  f rom P i cabo P i cabo , I D  E392 5 375  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 85 

Terra , Jean Bo i se ,  I D  W455 6 5 1 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

Terra , L i nda Sun Va l ley , I D  E806 5 772  1 . 1  

Terra , M i chael  Ketchum , I D  E473 5 444 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 9  

Theade , John W .  W467 6 536 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 3 0 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  
:l> 

I 
...... 
...... T h i ebert , Deanna Bo i se ,  I D  B257 3 279 1 . 1  
ex> 

T h i ebert , Deanna Bo i se ,  I D  E 683 5 640 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 1 1  

T h i ede , Art Ketchum , I D  W483 6 553 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Th i ede , C i ndy Ketchum , I D  E339 5 265 4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Th i ede , C i ndy Ketchum ,  I D  T050 3 664 4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Thomas , Rode r i c  W .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W368 6 448 5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 7 ,  5 . 13 . 1 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 

Thompson , Becky E463 5 427 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 4 . 2 7 

Thompson , Dav i d  Bo i se I D  B 1 1 6  3 206 3 . 4  

Thompson , Deanne Ha i l ey ,  I D  W504 6 568 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Thompson , Jerry Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E795 5 7 62 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Paqe Response

444

553
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Order 
Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Thomson , Ab i ga i l  J .  Bo i se ,  1 0  E651  5 6 1 0  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 .  2 0  

Thorn e ,  Larr i e  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  W203 6 1 62 1 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  6 . 2  

Thorsen , Nancy I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  W130  6 I I I  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Thurma n ,  Jan i s  B l ackfoot , 1 0  W536 6 597 1 . 1  

Thurman , K i rk B l ac kfoot , 1 0  W537 6 597 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

T ie rney , Wanda Ha i l ey , 1 0  E424 5 399 4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

T i l l ey ,  Barbara Hansen , 1 0  E783 5 750  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

T i l l ey ,  Mart i n  Hansen , 1 0  E 786 5 754 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  
:t> 

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 0 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  , 
..... 
..... 
\0 T i l l ey ,  Mart i n  Hansen , 1 0  T555 3 806 1 . 1 , 2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 3 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 14 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

T i l l ey ,  Ray Hansen , I D  T079 3 709 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

T i ngey , Fred H .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  W369 6 449 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Tob i as , Ne l l e McCa l l ,  1 0  B043 3 7 5  2 . 13 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

6 . 1 . 3 

Tob i a s ,  Ne l l e McCa 1 1 ,  1 0  E 203 5 87  2 . 1 3 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 3 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 3 

Tok l e ,  Bob Pocate l lo ,  1 0  W256 6 198 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 

Tomseth ,  B ruce Ha i l ey ,  1 0 W502 6 567  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

Toms i c ,  Joan I daho .Fa l l s ,  1 0  E 1 26  4 824 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 , 4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 , 6 . 3  

Toms i c ,  Joan I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 072 3 439 1 . 1 , 4 . 13 , 4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 8 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 . 6 . 3  

Page Response
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449



::t:> 
I 

....... 
N 
o 

Name 

Torf , Mark 

Torf , Mark 

Torf , Mark 

Torf , Mark 

Town , Caro l 

Trax l e r ,  V i ck i e  

Tren i en ,  B i shop Sy lvester 

T r i p l ett , Gary 

Troutner , Art L . ,  Jr . 

Troutner , Caro l yn 

Troutner , Kather i ne H .  

Troutner , Kathe r i ne H .  

Truman , Pat  

Truman , Pat  
Tschaeche , A . N .  

T schaeche , A .  N .  

Tunno , Mark 

Locat i on 

Bo i se , I D 

Bo i se ,  I D  

B o i  se , I D 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Ha i l ey , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se , I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Lake Fork , I D 

Lake Fork , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Order 

N o .  

B080 

E255  

1<1613  

1<1614 

1<1245 

1<1334 

1<1394 

E 1 3 1  

1<1466 

1<1477 

E522 

1<1027 

B254 

E681 

1 544 

1<1555 

E396 

Vo l .  

3 

5 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

4 

6 

6 

5 

6 

3 

5 

3 

6 

5 

145  

1 7 0  

691  

69 1 

1 9 1  

3 5 1  

4 6 6  

830 

536 

549 

483 

46 

275  

638 

579 

6 1 2  

378 

Sec t i on N umbers 

5 . 18 . 2 ,  5 . 1 8 . 5 ,  5 . 2 1 . 2 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 1 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 4 

5 . 18 . 2 ,  5 . 1 8 . 5 ,  5 . 2 1 . 2 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 6 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 19 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 2 5 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 14 

7 . 40  

7 . 4 1 

4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 , 5 . 1 0 . 4 , 5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 , 6 . 1 . 8 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 4 . 2 3 ,  5 . 25 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 2 , 5 . 1 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 . 4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 85 , 5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 , 5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 
1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 20 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 9 ,  5 . 23 . 1 4 

5 . 1 3 . 2 1 ,  5 . 23 . 9 ,  5 . 23 . 1 4 ,  5 . 23 . 29 ,  5 . 29 . 79 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

W334

W394

Page Response



» 
I 

....... 
N 
....... 

Name 

Turner , C l a i re 

T urner , C la i re 

Turner , Kaye 

Turne r ,  Kaye 

Turner , Kaye 

Turner , Kaye 

Turner ,  Roger 

Turner , Roger 

Turvey , E l len  

Turv ey , E l l en 

Turvey , Haro l d ,  Jr . 

Turvey , Haro l d ,  Jr . 

Turz i an ,  Jan and M i chae l  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  Chamber of Commerce 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  Chamber of Commerce 

U . S .  DOE ,  Defense P rograms 

U . S .  Department of Energy 

U . S .  Dept . of  T ransportat i on 

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

P ocate l l o ,  I D  

Pocate l lo , l D  

P ocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D 

B l ackfoot , I D  

8 1 ackfoot , I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Was h i ngton , DC 

A l buquerque , NM 

Was h i ngto n ,  DC 

Order 

No . 

B205  

E626  

E 1 00 

E 1 1 7  

1 070 

1 524 

E026  

1 02 1  

E580 

W042 

E583 

W043 

E431  

E 2 75  

T 003 

1 050  

W572 

W004 

Vo l .  

3 

5 

4 

4 

3 

3 

4 

3 

5 

6 

5 

6 

5 

5 

3 

3 

6 

6 

2 2 1  

590 

808 

818  

436 

548 

735 

350 

524 

58 

526 

58 

404 

200 

603 

399 

669 

4 

Sect i on Numbers  

4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 , 6 . 3 , 6 . 5 . 5  

4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

4 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 22 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  5 . 1 3 . 19 ,  5 . 25 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 13 , 5 . 13 . 1 3 , 5 . 1 3 . 19 , 5 . 25 . 2 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 

See M i l l er , Jack 

See M i l l e r ,  Jack 

See Wade , Troy , Ass i stant Secretary 

See Letter De l eted , I n teroff i ce  Memorandum 

See Lehr , Eugene L .  

Paq!.  Response

735



Order 

Name Locat i on No . Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

U . S .  Dept . of the I nter i o r  Denver ,  CO E596 5 532 See P i erce , Kenneth L .  

U . S .  Dept . o f  the I nter i or Denver , CO W008 6 8 See P i erce , Kenneth L .  

U . S .  Env i ronmenta l Protect i on Agency,  Reg . X Seatt l e ,  WA W473 6 544 See Russe l l ,  Rob i e  G .  

U . S .  House o f  Representat i ves Was h i ngton , DC B002 3 1 1  S e e  Cra i g ,  Larry , Congressman 

U . S .  House of Representat i ves Bo i se ,  I D  E006 4 35  See Sta l l i ngs , R i chard 

U . S .  House of Representat i ves  Wash i ngton , DC E 16 1  5 5 See Cra i g ,  Larry , Congressman 

U . S .  House of  Representat i ves Bo i s e ,  I D  1 002 3 301  See Sta l l i ngs , R i chard 

U . S .  Senate Wash i ngton DC B001 3 8 See McC l u re ,  James , Senator 
):> 

, 
>-' U . S .  Senate Was h i ngton , DC N E081 4 781 See Symms , Steve , Senator 
N 

U . S .  Senate Was h i ngton , DC E 1 60 5 See McC l ure , James , Senator 

U . S .  Senate Was h i ngton , DC 1 051 3 401  See Symms ,  Steve , Senator 

U l ahwt i ,  Ms . Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T546 3 788 1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 , 2 . 3 , 5 . 1 0 . 9  

Uns i gned , An I C PP  Emp l oyee W393 6 466 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 33 

Van Deusen , Ron Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E803 5 7 70  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Van Orden , Jay I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E050 4 756  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 6  

Van Va lkenburgh , Jack Bo i se ,  I D  B081 3 147 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 6 , 2 . 1 3 . 1 7 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 6 . 2  

Van Va lkenburgh , Jack Bo i s e ,  I D  E256 5 1 73 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 6 ,  2 . 13 . 1 7 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 6 . 2  

Vanderb i l t ,  Ann S .  Ketchum , I D  E421  5 397 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Vas i l ,  Joe Pocate l lo ,  I D  E065 4 768 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 0 ,  6 . 2  

Page Response

35

1



:x:-
I 

...... 
N 
W 

Name 

Veran i am ,  Barbara 

Veterans of Fore i gn Wars 

Veterans of Fore i gn Wars 

Veterans  of Fore i gn Wars 

Vetsc h ,  Char les  

V i ncent , Bonn i e  

V i ta l e ,  Kath leen M .  

V l ad i m i roff , John 

Voge l ,  Char les  

Vo l l e r ,  Jerry 

Von A l ten , Tom 

Von A lten , Tom 

Von L i ndern , I an 

Von L i ndern , Ian  

Vork , Jack i e  E .  

Wade , Troy , Ass i stant S ec retary 

Wagner ,  John and Dary l 

Locat i on 

Good i n g ,  I D  

Arc o ,  I D  

Arco , I D  

Arc o ,  I D  

I da ho F a  1 1  s ,  I D 

Ketchum , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Nampa , I D  

Mer i d i a n ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Moscow , I D  

Moscow , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Wash i ngton , DC 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Order 

� Vo l .  

101357 6 

E067 4 

1 046  3 

101479 6 

101167  6 

E381 5 

E059 4 

E429 5 

E627  5 

101446  6 

B231  3 

E659 5 

E360 5 

T507 3 

E350 5 

1 050 3 

E5 13  5 

441 

7 7 1  

3 9 1  

550  

1 39 

362  

7 64 

403 

591 

505 

252  

6 19  

287 

738 

274  

399 

472  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

See Ph i l l i ps ,  B i rney 

See Ph i  1 1  i ps ,  B i rney 

See Ph i 1 1  i p s ,  B i rney 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 .  2 1 ,  5 . 1 .  4 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 5 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 22 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 3 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 4 ,  5 . 3 1 . 8 ,  

6 . 1 . 1 2 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 18 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 

4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response

403

399



Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Wagner , John and Dary l Bo i s e ,  I D  1,1087 6 83 4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

Wagoner , Vaughn and An i ta 1 da ho Fa l l  s ,  1 D E056 4 763 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

Wah l , Jack i e  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E474 5 445 

Wa l kenhorst , Shauna Poca te 1 1  0, 1 D E l03 4 8 10  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

Wa l k e r ,  Amy B l i s s ,  I D  T580 3 847 5 . 27 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Wa lker , Ben and Mar i lyn Be l l evue , I D  E289 5 220 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Wa l k e r .  Benjam i n  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  T015 3 622 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

Wa l k e r ,  Pat r i c i a A .  1 da ho Fa l l  s ,  1 D 1,1305 6 325  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  
:l:o 

I 
...... 

Wa lker , Tom and Leora Pocate l l o ,  I D  1,1386 6 462 1 . 1  N 
+:-

Wa lters , Jon F .  B l ackfoot , I D  E020 4 272  1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 5 , 3 . 4 , 4 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 4 . 1  

Wa l ters , Jon F .  B l ackfoot , I D  1 0 14  3 332 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

Wa l ters , Steven J .  B l ackfoot , I D  E 752 5 707 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 13 . 1 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7  

Wa l ters , Steven J .  B l ackfoot , I D  1 536 3 565 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 , 5 . 28 . 2 , 5 . 29 . 97 , 5 . 3 1 . 1 3 

Ward , Mary Ann Ha i ley , I D  E346 5 2 7 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 2 0 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Ward , Mary Ann Ha i l ey ,  I D  T061 3 675 1 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 2 0 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Wardwe l l ,  Ed  Bo i se ,  I D  B064 3 1 22  1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 4 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2  

Paqe Response



Order 

Name Locat ion N o .  V a  l .  Sect i on N umbers 

Wardwe l l ,  Ed Bo i se ,  I D  E241  5 1 56 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 26 ,  3 . 2 . 2 7 ,  3 . 4 ,  3 . 6 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 ,  

4 . 1 0 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 6  

Warf , James C .  Los  Ange l e s ,  CA 1.'242 6 189 3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 

Warn e r ,  L i z  B o i se , I D  B204 3 22 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 29 . 94 , 6 . 1 . 2  

Wassmu t h ,  Caro l Ann Coeur d 'A l ene , I D  1.'325 6 342 1 . 1 .  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Watk i n s ,  Dane I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E022 4 276  1 . 1  

Watk i n s , Dane I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D I 0 1 6  3 337  1 . 1 .  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Watson , V i c k i  A .  P ocate l lo ,  I D  E 144 4 840 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

» Watters , Don a l d  A .  She l l ey , I D  E 748 5 702 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  I 
..... 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 , N 
(J1 5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

Watters , Dona l d  A .  She l l ey ,  I D  1 534 3 562 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

Watters , Laur i e  S he l l ey ,  I D  E 749 5 704 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4  

Watts , Mark I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1.'161  6 132  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4  

Wear i n ,  Larry Bo i se ,  I D  1.'561 6 663 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

Webb ,  Chuck Sun Va l l ey , I D  1.'340 6 355  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1  

Webb ,  Jud i th Sun  Va l l ey ,  I D  1.'3 1 1  6 330 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9  

Webb , Russ  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  I 04 1  3 374 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 3 1 , 5 . 19 . 6  

We i da , I.' i 1 1  i am Co l o rado Spr i ngs , CO E009 4 43 3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 , 4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 , 4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 8 . 20 ,  5 . 2 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  

Ilagt  Response

337

355
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Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers  

We i da ,  W i l l i am C o lorado Spr i ngs , CO E009 4 43 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

We i da ,  W i l l i am C o lorado Spr i ngs , CO 1 007 3 3 1 4  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 6 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

We i ker , Grant H e l ena , MT 1 504 3 5 1 1  1 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

We i nberg , Don a l d  E .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W003 6 3 1 . 1 , 2 . 6 . 3 , 2 . 7 . 1 0 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 5 . 2 . 1 1 , 5 . 26 . 2 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 26  

We i s s ,  Thomas I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  1 030 3 362 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 2  

We l ch ,  Chery l Ha i l ey ,  1 0  E449 5 418  1 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 68 ,  6 . 2  

l> We l c h ,  Chery l Ha i l ey ,  1 0  T530 3 768 1 . 1  I 
........ 
N 
en We l lard , A .  C lark Pocate l lo ,  I D  E572 5 5 1 4  1 .  1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 .  1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1 ,  6 . 1 .  2 ,  6 . 2  

We l lard , A .  C l ark Pocate l lo ,  I D  W055 6 67 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 , 6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 2  

We l l s ,  Mary Atho l , 1 0  E 548 5 502 1 .  1 ,  4 . 1 3 

We l l s ,  Mary Atho l ,  1 0  W 102 6 93  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

We l l s ,  Matthew Ha i l ey ,  1 0  E364 5 352  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 26 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 1 2 . 1  

We l l s ,  Mat thew Ha i l ey ,  I D  T543 3 785 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

We l s h ,  Theresa E .  Ha i l ey , 1 0  W327  6 343 1 . 1 , 5 . 9 . 3 , 5 . 1 7 . 1 , 5 . 23 . 19 

Werne r ,  S u sanne M .  Sun  Va l l ey,  I D  W27 1 6 207 1 .  1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Wert h ,  Doug las  A .  Ha i l ey ,  1 0  W148 6 124  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

West , Chr i s  1 0  T084 3 7 1 6  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 3  

Paqe

43

93

343

Response



Order 

Name Locat i on N o .  V o  1 .  Sect i on N umbers 

Wes t ,  L i ta Be l l evue , I D T066 3 690 2 . 7 . 8 , 5 . 1 . 46 , 5 . 6 . 9 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 , 5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 , 6 . 3  

Westergard , Cory L .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  E034 4 743 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 

Wha l en ,  Debra Chubbuck , 1 0  E 1 19 4 8 1 9  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2  

Whee l e r ,  Denn i s  E .  Coeur d 'A lene , I D  W235 6 184 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

Whee l e r , Doug las  R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W277 6 2 1 0  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 , 

5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

Whee ler ,  Jeff I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E045 4 753 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6 , 

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3  

Whe lan , Raymond Ketchum , I D  E 59 5  5 532 1 . 1  
:x:-

I 
...... Whe lan , Raymond Ketchum , I D  W230 N 6 180 1 . 1  
� 

Wh i t e ,  C .  E .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 540 3 573 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  

5 . 25 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 , 5 . 29 . 42 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 13 

Wh i t e ,  James R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E028 4 736 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 28 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 9  

Wh i t e ,  James R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 5 1 4  5 473 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 9 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 28 ,  

5 . 24 . 2 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  

Wh i t e ,  James R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 023 3 352 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 9 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  

6 . 1 .  9 

Wh i te , James R .  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  W098 6 89 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 28 ,  5 . 24 . 2 5 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  

Wh i te ,  Terry I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E323 5 25 1  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

Wh i tehea d ,  C . A .  Areo , I D  E077  4 779  1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  
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Order 

Name Locat i on � Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Wh i t f i e l d ,  M i chael  D r i ggs , I D  1 545 3 580 1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  

5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4  

Wh i t f i e l d , M iche l l e Dubo i s ,  I D  1 546 3 582 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 , 5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 0 

Wh i t i ng ,  Lee Ha i l ey ,  I D  E343 5 269 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 , 5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 7 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  

6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Wh i t i n g ,  L ee Ha i l ey ,  I D  T054 3 668 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 8 , 4 . 1 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 5 . 10 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 7 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 1 3 . 16 ,  

6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Wh i ttaker , Tom Pocate l lo ,  I D  E 1 24 4 823 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

W i dene r ,  J udy Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E348 5 273 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 , 2 . 8 . 1 2 , 6 . 2  
;t:> 
I 

- W i dener , Judy Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  W295 6 3 1 9  1 . 1  N 
CO 

W i eda , W i  1 1  i am Co lorado Spr i ngs , CO 1 007 3 3 14 5 . 8 . 20 

W i egan d ,  Gay l H .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E723  5 676 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1  

W i ethorn , Ed i t h  Ha i l ey , I D  E770  5 735 1 . 1 , 3 . 4 , 4 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 0 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 5 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8  

W i ethorn , Ed i th Ha i l ey ,  I D  T067 3 692 1 . 1 , 3 . 4 , 5 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 1 3 . 1 0 , 5 . 24 . 30 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 5 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 3 1 . 1 , 6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 1 . 8  

W i ethorn , J u l  i e  Ha i l ey , I D  E294 5 224 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 7 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

W i ethorn , J u l  i e  Ha i l ey , I D  T022 3 630 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 , 2 . 1 3 . 1 7 , 4 . 1 3 , 5 . 29 . 85 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 7 .  6 . 1 . 2  

W i ethorn , R i chard Ha i ley, I D  E768 5 732 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 5 . 4 .  4 . 1 3 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

W i ethorn . R i chard Ha i ley, I D  T065 3 689 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 .  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 .  6 . 1 . 1  
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Name Locat i on N o .  Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

W i l bur , Dave L .  Rexburg , I D  E 729 5 682 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

W i  l b u r ,  Dave L .  Rexburg , I D  1 5 18  3 538 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

W i  lcke , Loree Ketchum , I D  '11485 6 554 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

W i  1 1  i ams , Mathew I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  '11620 6 694 7 . 4 7 

W i l l i ams , T im C .  Arco , I D  E080 4 780 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 1  

W i l l i amson , Darcy McCa 1 1 ,  I D  E 2 1 8  5 102  1 . 1 , 5 . 1 . 45 , 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 

W i l son , A l bert E .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  E329 5 257  2 . 1 .  1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 

» W i l son , Cara E37 1  5 356  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  I 
...... 
N 
\0 W i l son , G l en M .  Bo i se , I D '11445 6 504 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 2  

W i  l son , John Tw i n  F a l l s ,  I D  E372 5 356  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

W i l son , Kathy I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  1 543 3 578 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 1 . 3 6 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 , 5 . 3 1 . 1 2 , 6 . 2 , 6 . 5 . 1 

W i l son , Monte Bo i se, I D B021  3 48 2 . 1 . 1 , 5 . 1 . 32 , 5 . 8 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 2 , 5 . 1 0 . 3 , 5 . 1 0 . 6 , 5 . 1 0 . 9 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 2 1  

W i l son , Monte Bo i se ,  I D  E 181  5 6 1  5 . 1 . 3 2 , 5 . 8 . 6 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 2 , 5 . 1 0 . 6 , 5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 0 . 8 ,  5 . 1 0 . 9 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 0 . 20 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 1  

W i l son , Robert I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D '11 142 6 1 2 0  5 . 1 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 . 34 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1  

W i nsh i p ,  Ben V i ctor , I D  E038 4 746 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

W i nter ,  C hr i stopher T .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E738 5 691  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 49 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2  

W i xom , Bryan B l ackfoot , I D  1 550 3 586 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

Paqe Response
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Name L ocat i on N o .  Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

Wo l l f ,  L eonard Ca 1 dwe 1 1 ,  I D W448 6 506 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

Wood , J im Bo i se , I D  B263 3 283 Song 

Wood , J i m  Bo i se ,  I D  E 7 1 4  5 668 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 27 

Wood , R .  Mar lowe I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  W l77  6 1 4 5  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

Wood , W i l l ard R .  Pocat e l l o ,  I D  E054 4 760 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Woods , Cynth i a  Lou Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  E464 5 428 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

Woods ,  Jack R .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  E573 5 5 1 5  1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Woods , Jack R .  Pocate l l o ,  I D  W056 6 67 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  
:x:-

I 
...... Woodward , W i l l i am R .  Ketchum , I D W406 6 473 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  w 
a 

Wooten , Kat h i e  Bo i s e ,  I D  B252 3 274  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Wooten , Kath i e  Bo i s e ,  I D E679 5 637 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Wor l ey ,  Ta l I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  E 70 1  5 657 3 . 2 . 1 8 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 5 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 8 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 1 . 8  

Wor ley ,  Ta l Ida ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 1 1 03 3 498 3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 5 , 

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

Wren , Kathy Bo i se ,  I D  E653 5 6 1 3  1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

Wr i ght , Eugene B .  Bo i se ,  I D  E264 5 1 90  1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 0 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

Wr i ght , R i chard Bo i s e ,  I D  B236 3 257  Stated H i s  Name 

Wr i ght , R i chard Bo i s e ,  I D  E662 5 62 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  
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:r> 
I 

....... 
W 
....... 

Name 

Wyn n ,  G i l l i an 

Wytychak , M i chae l , I I I  

Ye l l en , Car l  W .  

Yerr i ty ,  K . , and Castrov i l lo ,  P .  

Yode r ,  T im 

Young , Lawrence , Mayor 

Young , Lawrence ,  Mayor 

Youn g ,  Lo i s  

Yount , S tuart 

Zack , Ne i 1 R .  

Z i l l i g ,  Fr i t z  

Z immerman , Kenneth 

Zwe i fe l ,  Lynn 

Locat i on  

New Haven , CT 

Coeur d ' A lene , 1 0  

Nampa , 1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Ketchum, I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Dub l i n ,  CA 

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Sa l t  Lake C i ty ,  UT 

Ketchum , I D  

Order 

No . 

W379 

W37 2  

W564 

E645 

W373 

E274 

T002 

B047 

B229 

W450 

E047 

W449 

E450 

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

5 

6 

5 

3 

3 

3 

6 

4 

6 

5 

457  

453 

664 

606 

454 

199 

601 

81 

250 

507 

754 

506 

4 1 8  

Sect i on  Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87  

1 . 1 , 4 . 13 , 5 . 6 . 2 , 5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 25 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 4 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 3  
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Order 

No . Name 

B001 McC l u r e ,  James , Senator 

B001 U . S .  Senate 

B002 Cra i g ,  Larry, Congressman 

B002 U . S .  House of Representat i ves 

B003 I daho , State of 

B003 Jones , J im ,  Attorney Genera l 

co 
I B004 I daho , State of ...... 

B004 R i cks , Mark , State Senator 

BOOS I daho , State of 

BOOS Kennev ick , Jack , Representat i ve 

B006 I daho , State of 

B006 Ryda l ch ,  Ann , State Senator 

B007 Dav i s ,  W .  Jackson 

B007 Nuc l ear P o l icy Program 

B008 Hawk i n s ,  James 

B008 I daho Department of Commerce 

APPEND IX  B 

ORAL TEST I MON I E S  BY ORDER NUMBER 

Locat i on 

Was h i ngton DC 

Wash i ngton DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Was h i ngton , DC 

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Rexburg , I D 

Rexburg , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

B o  i s e ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Santa Cruz , CA 

Santa Cruz , CA 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D 

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

8 

8 

1 1  

1 1  

1 2  

1 2  

14  

14  

1 5  

1 5  

16  

1 6  

1 9  

1 9  

23 

23  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

See McC l ure ,  Jame s ,  Senator 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

See Cra i g ,  Larry,  Congressman 

See Jones , J im ,  Attorney Genera l 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See R i cks , Mark , State Senator 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 7 . 2 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  

5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 2 9 . 1 08 

See Kennev ick , Jack , Representat i ve 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 

See Ryda l c h ,  Ann , State Senator 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

2 . 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 1 9 ,  5 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 1 . 26 ,  

5 . 1 . 2 7 ,  5 . 1 . 39 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 8 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

See Dav i s ,  W .  Jackson 

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

See Hawk i ns , James 
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co 
I 

N 

Order 

� 
B009 

B009 

BOlO 

BOlO 

BOl l  

BO l l  

B012  

B012  

B013  

B013 

B014 

B014 

B0 15  

B015  

B01 6 

Name Locat i on 

Donovan ,  R i chard Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Department of Hea l t h  & We l fare Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Department of Transportat i on Bo i s e ,  I D  

K i ebert , Kerm i t  B o i  se , I D  

I daho Department of Law Enforcement Bo i se ,  I D  

R i chardson , Mack Boi se , I D  

Brosc i ou s ,  Chuck Moscow , I D  

I daho Organ i zat i on for Nuc l ear  Safety Moscow , I D  

Casey , Gregory Bo i s e ,  I D  

I daho Assoc i at i on of Commerce and I ndustry Bo i  se , I D  

I daho AFL-C I O  Bo i s e ,  I D  

Kerns , James E Bo i se , I D  

E schen , Thomas B .  Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Hea l t h  Prof . for Soc i a l  Respons i b i l i ty Bo i s e ,  I D  

Aud i n ,  L i ndsay Oss i n i n g ,  NY  

Vo 1 .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

24 

24 

2 6  

2 6  

2 7  

2 7  

28 

28 

3 1  

3 1  

3 4  

3 4  

3 6  

3 6  

3 9  Sect i on Numbers 

3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 3 ,  5 . 19 . 3 ,  5 . 1 9 . 4 ,  5 . 19 . 6 ,  5 . 23 . 25 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 6 , 5 . 3 1 . 7  

See Donovan , R i chard 

See K i ebert , Kerm i t  

5 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 69 ,  5 . 29 . 97  

See  R i chardson , Mack 

5 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 108 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 6 ,  3 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 2 3 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 14 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 3 3 ,  5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 49 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 6  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 1  

See Brosc i ous , Chuck 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 32 ,  5 . 29 . 108 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See Casey , Gregory 

See Kern s ,  James E 

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 2 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 , 5 . 27 . 1 2 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 2  

See Eschen , Thomas B .  

3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 3 2 ,  5 . 23 . 28 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 6 , 5 . 29 . 33 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  

5 . 29 . 38 , 5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 43 ,  5 . 29 . 44 ,  5 . 29 . 49 ,  5 . 29 . 52 ,  

5 . 29 . 76 ,  5 . 29 . 81 , 5 . 29 . 1 1 0  

Paqe

27

31

34

34

36

Response

39 Section Numbers

3.2.31, 5.7.1, 5.17.3, 5.19.3, 5.19.4, 5.19.6, 5
.23.25,

5.30.5.6, 5.31.7

See Donovan, Richard

See Kiebert, Kermit



Order 

� Name Locat ion Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

B 0 1 6  P luton i um Cha l lenge Coa l i t i on Oss i n i ng ,  NY 3 39 See Aud i n ,  L i ndsay 

B0 1 7  Esche l i n ,  Chr i s  Bo i se ,  I D  3 42 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  6 . 3  

B 0 1 7  Students for  Wor l d  Peace Bo i s e ,  I D  3 42 See Esche l i n ,  Chr i s  

B018  Dav i s ,  Spencer Bo i se ,  I D  3 43 5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 3  

B0 18  Students for  Wor l d  Peace Bo i se ,  I D  3 43 See Dav i s ,  Spencer 

B019  Farber , Jason Bos i e ,  I D  3 44 1 . 1  

B0 19  Students for  Wor l d  Peace Bos i e ,  I D  3 44 See Farber ,  Jason 

B020 Bauman , Mar i l yn Ca ldwe 1 1 ,  I D  3 44 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 4 , 3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 2 . 25 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 14 ,  

OJ 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 6  
r 

w 
B020  Church Women Un i ted Ca ldwe l l ,  I D  3 44 See Bauman , Mar i l yn 

B021  Snake R i ver A l i ance Bo i s e ,  I D  3 48 See Wi l son , Monte 

B021  W i l son , Monte Bo i se ,  I D  3 48 2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 2 ,  5 . 8 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 6 ,  

5 . 10 . 9 ,  5 . 1 0 . 21 

B022  Staut s ,  Robert Bo i s e ,  I D  3 50  1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 92  

B023 Bauman ,  Lo i s  Bo i s e ,  I D  3 5 1  1 . 1  

B024 Bache lder , Carol  Bo i s e ,  ID  3 52 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

B025  McLusk i e ,  Ed  Bo i se ,  ID  3 53 2 . 7 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 1 ,  6 . 2  

B026  Russe l l ,  S he l l ey McCa 1 1 ,  I D  3 55 2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

B027 Hausrath ,  Anne S i tes Bo i s e ,  I D  3 57 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

B028 Tackma n ,  Ke i t h  Bo i s e ,  I D  3 57  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  6 . 1 . 5 

Page Response

43

43

44

44

44

44

52

57



OJ 
I 

""" 

Order 

N o .  

B029 

B030 

B03 1 

B032 

B033 

B034 

B035 

B036 

B037 

B038 

B039 

B040 

B041 

B042 

B043 

B044 

Name Locat i on 

Ba l s l ey ,  Ron a l d  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Hauder , Larry Bo i se ,  I D  

Burnes ( Cepren ) , Fr . Sergus Bo i se ,  I D  

K i r g  i s ,  Ga i 1 Bo i s e ,  I D  

Matte 1 1 ,  Via I t  I daho C i ty ,  I D  

Osterm i l l e r ,  L i sa McCa 1 1 ,  ID 

Hansen , Dorothy Bo i se ,  I D  

C lark , Pat r i c i a  Bo i s e ,  I D  

Carter , Jerry Bo i s e ,  I D  

McMurtr i e ,  Mary Eag l e ,  I D  

Lew i s ,  Suzanne Bo i se ,  ID 

Ronayne , D i ane Bo i se ,  I D  

Bartho l omew , Rory Nampa , I D  

Sedgw i c k ,  A l l i son Bo i se ,  I D  

Tob i a s ,  Ne l l e McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

Neff , Steve Bo i se , I D 

Va l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

58 

59 

61 

63 

65 

66 

67 

68 

68 

70 

7 2  

73  

74 

74 

75 

76 Sect i on Numbers 
1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  
5 . 27 . 9 . 2 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 13 

2 . 6 . 1 .  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  
5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 .  1 ,  3 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  
6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 78 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 1 ,  
6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Poem 

2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 24 . 18 , 5 . 27 . 2 , 5 . 27 . 3 . 3 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

2 . 13 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  
6 . 1 . 3  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 3  

Paqe Response

59

65

73

76 Section Numbers
1.1, 2.1.1, 4.9.4, 5.2.1, 5.24.21, 5.27.12.5, 5.27.12.8,
5.27.9.2



OJ 
I 

U1 

Order 

� 
B045 

B046 

B047 

B048 

B049 

B050 

B051 

B052 

B053 

B053 

B054 

B054 

B055 

B055 

B056 

B056 

Name Locat i on 

Nebe l s i ck-Carter ,  Becky Bo i s e ,  1 0  

McC l aran , Don McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

Young , Lo i s  Bo i se ,  I D  

Brewer , T i m  Bo i se ,  I D  

L i ebentha l ,  Deanah Bo i se ,  10 

Odma rk , Jean McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

Hesse l bart h ,  Woody McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

E schen , Mar i a  Bo i se ,  I D  

Bude l l ,  Car l  Nampa , I D  

Nampa Chamber o f  Commerce Nampa , I D  

Butters , Mary Moscow, I D  

Pa l ouse-C learwater Env i ronmenta l  I n s t i tute  Moscow , I D  

Ada County C i t i zens  for Peace a n d  Just ice  Bo i s e ,  I D  

Ha l l ,  Pat r i c i a  Bo i  se , I D  

Bo i se P eace Qu i l t P roject Bo i se ,  I D  

McE l h i nney , Gwynne Boi se , I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

79 

8 1  

8 1  

8 1  

83 

84 

84 

85 

96 

96 

97  

97 

1 00 

1 00 

1 03 

1 03 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 25 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 , 5 . 29 . 64 ,  

5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 4 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 5  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 14 

1 . 1  

See Bude l l ,  Car l  

5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 33 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 4 5 ,  5 . 29 . 49 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  

5 . 29 . 8 1 , 5 . 29 . 84 ,  5 . 29 . 89 , 5 . 29 . 98 

See Butters , Mary 

See Ha l l ,  Pat r i c i a  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

See McE l h i nney,  Gwynne 

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 80 ,  5 . 29 . 1 04 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

. Page

79

84

96

97

97

Response



OJ 
I 

(J) 

Order 

� 
B057 

B057 

B058 

B059 

B060 

B061  

B062 

B063 

B064 

B065 

B066 

B067 

B068 

B069 

B070 

Name 

Coon , Magg i e  

I daho Conservat i on League 

Kre i der , C .  Fuj i  

Skora , Char l e s  

S utton , Robert B .  

Con l ey ,  Pame l a  

No  I t ,  Leonard 

B l a i n ,  M i c hae l J .  

Wardwe 1 1 ,  Ed 

Keener , Margaret 

Baker , D i ck 

Carpenter , Rocky 

Dadaby , John 

Doug l as ,  Dav i d  

Sto lz ,  Randy 

Locat i on  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

LaGrande , OR 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i  se , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

B o i s e ,  I D  

Bo
'
i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Va l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

107  

1 07 

1 1 1  

1 13 

1 1 6  

1 1 8  

1 19 

1 20  

1 22  

1 2 3  

1 24  

1 2 6  

1 2 7  

1 28 

1 2 9  

Sect ion N umbers 

2 . 1 .  1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 .  1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 1 .  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

See Coon , Magg i e  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 13 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 6 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 45 , 5 . 29 . 66 ,  

5 . 29 . 7 1 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 , 6 . 2  

2 . 2 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 2 

3 . 2 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 8  

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 , 

5 . 30 . 4 . 5  

1 . 1 , 4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 4 ,  2 . 13 . 13 ,  5 . 6 . 5 , 5 . 13 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 2 ,  5 . 1 3 . 4 ,  5 . 13 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 13 . 13 ,  5 . 23 . 26 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 , 3 . 2 . 14 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  6 . 3  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 80 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  5 . 29 . 8 6 ,  5 . 29 . 88 , 

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  2 . 13 . 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1 .  6 . 2  

. Paqe Response



co 
I 

-.....j 

Order 

N o .  

B07 1  

B072 

B073 

B074 

B075 

B076 

B077 

B078 

B079 

B080 

B081 

B082 

B083 

B084 

B085 

B086 

Name 

Bjornsen , Robert L i nd 

Teate r ,  T imothy 

Ecc les , E lo i se Ann 

Loft , Andrea 

Brownsm i t h ,  Cynth i a  

Roberts ,  Debra 

Jones , M i chae l  R .  

Park i n ,  Kate  

Cas ler ,  Sa l ly 

Torf , Mark 

Van Va lkenburgh , Jack 

Le i sk ,  A lan 

S i l va ,  Karen L .  

Sa  1 i ,  Gregory 

McG l i nsky ,  A lfred M .  

Read , He i d i  

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se 1 0  

Bo i se 1 0  

Bo i se 1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  1 0  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Va l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

1 3 1  

1 3 2  

1 34  

1 3 5  

1 3 6  

1 38 

1 40 

1 42 

1 43 

145  

1 4 7  

1 49 

1 50 

1 5 1  

1 53 

1 56 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

3 . 2 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 , 5 . 29 . 63 ,  

5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 29 . 1 09 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 1 . 34 ,  5 . 1 . 44 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  

5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 4 . 26 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

5 . 18 . 2 ,  5 . 1 8 . 5 ,  5 . 2 1 . 2 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 1 . 6 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 4 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 6 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 7 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 26 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 13 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 8  

Page Response



OJ 
I 

CO 

Order 

N o .  

B087 

B088 

B089 

B089 

B090 

B091 

B092 

B093 

B094 

B095 

B096 

B097 

B098 

B099 

B 100 

BIOI  

Name 

East l ake , Susan 

Moore , Co 1 1  een 

Fa l coner , Mark 

Greater Bo i se Area Chamber of Commerce 

Myers , Ed i e  

McCo l l um ,  Lyn 

Keyes , Dav i d  

Burgess ,  J .  Roger 

Hahn , R i chard 

Harke r ,  Barbara 

L eeson , Jane 

Harke r ,  Dan 

Hemmi ngway , Ruth 

Harms , John 

Ho l t ,  Jane 

Mi  l l er , Bever ly  

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Va l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

1 58 

1 59 

1 68 

1 68 

1 70 

1 7 1  

1 7 2  

1 74 

1 7 5  

1 7 7  

1 79 

182  

1 83 

1 83 

184 

1 85  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 6 , 5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

See Fa lconer , Mark 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 , 2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 29 . 6 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  

5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 4 6 ,  5 . 13 . 1 5 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 33 ,  

5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 13 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 13 . 1 6 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 65 ,  5 . 29 . 107  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 5 , 2 . 4 ,  2 . 6 . 2 ,  2 . 13 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 .  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 20 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 13 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  6 . 3  

3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Paqe Response



OJ 
I 

\0 

Order 

No . 

B 102  

B 1 03 

B 1 04 

B 1 05 

B 1 06 

B 1 0 7  

B 1 08 

B 1 09 

B l l 0  

B l l 1  

B 1 1 2  

B l 1 3  

B 1 1 4  

B 1 1 5  

B 1 1 6  

B 1 1 7  

B20 1  

B202  

Cosho ,  Janet 

Stra i t ,  Oorothy 

Bennett , V i rg i n i a  

Gundersen , Lorra i ne 

Heberger , Roy 

Ne l son , Mart i n  

Moore , Patr i ck 

Spragu e ,  Mark 

Bennett , George 

Fotherg i 1 1 ,  A 1 

Baker , A l i c i a  

Ce l i ck , Janet R .  

Garv i n ,  Chuck 

Hey lmun , Ga i l  

Thompson , Oav i d  

Emberton , Oav i d  

Johnston , Jeff 

R i koon , Robert 

Name Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Nampa , I O  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i s e ,  I O  

Bo i s e ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i s e ,  I O  

Bo i s e ,  I O  

Bo i se I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Eag l e ,  I O  

3 

3 

J 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

1 86 

1 8 7  

189  

190  

1 9 1  

1 9 3  

1 94  

1 95  

1 97  

1 98  

200 

200 

202 

203 

206 

206 

2 1 5  

2 1 6  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 , 5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 1 6 ,  5 . 29 . 24 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 73 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 , 3 . 2 . 23 

4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 21 .  5 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 8 . 3 ,  5 . 8 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 3 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 20 ,  5 . 1 3 . 9 ,  5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 27 , 

5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 1 07 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 2  

3 . 4  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 13 
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co 

........ 
o 

O rder 

No . 

B203 

B204 

B205 

B206 

B207 

B208 

B209 

B2 10  

B 2 1 1  

B 2 1 2  

B 2 1 3  

B 2 14  

B 2 1 5  

B 2 16  

B2 17  

B2 18  

Brad l e y ,  Kathe r i ne 

Warner , L i z  

Turner , C l a i re 

Kaye , Scott 

Bartho l omew , Rory 

Jos lyn , A l v i n  W .  

Cooke ,  Kerry 

Gehrke , Cra i g  

Barr i nger ,  John 

Cu l hane , T imothy 

E schen , Chr i s  

Hayes , Roger 

Gu i l e s , Peggy 

Merr i l l ,  L i z  

H a  1 1 ,  Da 1 e O . 

Kr i z ,  John 

Name Locat i on 

Ketchum , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Nampa , I D  

Mer i d i a n ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Va l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

2 18  

2 2 1  

2 2 1  

223 

224 

224 

226 

228 

229 

230 

231  

232 

234 

234 

235 

236 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 1 D . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  

5 . 3D . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3D . 3 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 7 . 1 D ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 29 . 94 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 3D . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3D . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

2 . 2 . 1 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 3D . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 0 . 9 ,  5 . 13 . 14 

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  4 . 9 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  

5 . 22 . 2 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 1 2 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 1 .  2 . 5 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  5 . 14 . 1 ,  

5 . 23 . 2 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

1 . 1  
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Order 

� Name Locat i on Va l .  Sect i on N umbers 

B 2 1 9  Ham i l ton , Curt i s  Bo i se ,  J D  3 237  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  5 . 31 . 1 0 ,  6 . 4 . 3  

B220  Spofford , Pau l i ne Bo i se ,  1 0  3 238 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 5 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 23 . 16 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1  

B22 1  Scharf , Lee  Bo i se ,  J D  3 239 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

B222 Kruskopf , Mark Bo i s e ,  1 0  3 240 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

B223 Peavey , John , State Senator Area , 1 0  3 242 5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 6 ,  5 . 1 9 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 3  

B223 State of I daho Area , 1 0  3 242 See Peavey , John , State Senator 

B224 Brown , Scott Bo i s e ,  JD 3 244 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

OJ 
I B225 Morr i s ,  Wayne Bo i s e ,  1 0  3 246 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 0 

....... 
....... 

B226 Cork e ,  Patr i c i a  Bo i se ,  1 0  3 248 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 8 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  

6 . 1 . 1 0 

B227  Crowe , D i ane  Bo i s e ,  1 0  3 249 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

B228 Kavanagh , Ken Bo i se ,  1 0  3 250 4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1  

B229 Youn t ,  S tuart Bo i se ,  JD 3 2 50 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

B230 Ros s ,  Jeanette Bo i se ,  1 0  3 2 5 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 6 ,  6 . 5 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

B231  Von A l ten , Tom Bo i se ,  1 0  3 252  1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 3  

B232 Cannon , Joanne Bo i se ,  1 0  3 253 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

B233 Jackson , Andrea Bo i se ,  1 0  3 2 54 1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

B234 F i n n ,  Rebeca Bo i s e ,  1 0  3 2 55  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 5 . 2  
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Order 

� Name Locat i on VA l .  Sect i on Numbers 
B235 Jones , Teresa Bo i s e ,  I D  3 256 1 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

B236 Wr i ght , R i chard Bo i se ,  I D  3 257 Stated H i s  Name 

B237 McMun i ga l ,  Caro l Bo i se , I D  3 257  1 . 1  

B238 D i an , J .  J .  Bo i s e ,  I D  3 257  1 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 29 . 8 5  

B239 Jones , G lenn Bo i se ,  I D  3 258 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

B240 Hatab ,  Chr i st i ne Bo i se ,  I D  3 259 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 29 . 63 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

B241 Adm i re ,  Pat r i c i a  Bo i se ,  I D  3 261  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

co 
I B242 Matzek , Betty Eag l e ,  I D  3 263 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 1 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 5  ..... 

N 

B243 S i ever ,  D i ck Bo i s e ,  I D  3 264 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

B244 Hoefnage l s ,  Cees Bo i se ,  I D  3 265 1 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

B245 Ga l i ndo , Va ler ie  Bo i se ,  I D  3 266 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 

6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

B246 Knapp , Jon Eag l e ,  I D  3 267 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2  

B247 Boyles , Jean Bo i s e ,  I D  3 269 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

B248 Ga l i ndo , L u i z  Bo i s e ,  1 D  3 269 1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

B249 Bjornse n ,  Fr i tz Bo i s e ,  1 D  3 270  4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 2 4 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  6 . 3  

B250 Bernatas , Susan Bo i se ,  I D  3 2 7 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 3  

B251  Hopp i e ,  K im  Gaardner Bo i s e ,  I D  3 273  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 3  
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Order 

No . Name Locat i on Va l .  Sect i on Numbers 
B252 Wooten , Kat h i e  Bo i se ,  I D  3 274 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

B253 F l i nn ,  A l i c i a  Bo i se ,  I D  3 274 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

B254 Truma n ,  Pat Bo i s e ,  I D  3 275 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 10 

B255 Orr ,  M i chae l C .  Bo i se ,  I D  3 276 1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 1 1 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 16 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  4 . 13 ,  

5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

B256 Lundqu i st ,  Nathan Bo i se ,  I D  3 277  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 24 . 27  

B257 Th i ebert , Oeanna Bo i se , 1 0  3 279 1 . 1  

B258 OuFoss e ,  Bryan Bo i se ,  I D  3 279 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

co B259 Carr i veau , Lor i Bo i se ,  1 0  3 280 1 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 14 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  
I 

...... 
w 

5 . 29 . 92 

B260 P i l otte , Oan Bo i se ,  I D  3 281 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

B261 Swanstrum , Jeff Bo i s e ,  1 0  3 282 1 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 2  

B262 Fease , James Bo i se ,  I D  3 283 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

B263 Wood , J im Bo i se ,  1 0  3 283 Song 

B264 Brockett , Jason Bo i se ,  I D  3 284 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 20 

B265 Harry, Jeff Bo i s e ,  1 0  3 284 2 . 7 . 9  

B266 Car l son , Bette Bo i s e ,  I D  3 285 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

B267 Spa i n ,  Stacy Bo i s e ,  I D  3 286 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2  

B268 C l i fford , Kev i n  Bo i se ,  1 0  3 287 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 6 , 2 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 .  5 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 13 . 18 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1  
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co 
I 

...... 
..p. 

Order 

� 
1 00 1  

1 001  

1 002 

1 002 

1 003 

1 003 

1 004 

1 004 

1 005 

1 005 

1 006 

1 006 

1 007 

1 007 

1 007 

1 008 

Name Locat i on 
Andrus , Cec i l ,  Governor Bo i se ,  I D  

State of I daho Bo i s e ,  I D  

Sta l l i ngs , R i c hard Bo i se ,  I D  

u . S .  House o f  Representat i ves Bo i se ,  ID 

Campbe l l ,  Thomas , Mayor I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s , C ity  of I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bonnev i l l e County Comm i s s i oners I daho Fa 1 1  s ,  I D  

Burtenshaw, C lyde I daho Fa l l s ,  I D 

Cochran , Thomas lIash i ngton , DC 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  lIash i ngton , DC 

Nat ura l Resources Defense Counc i l lIash i ngton , DC 

Re i cher ,  Dan II .  lIash i ngton , DC 

I daho Cho ice Coa l i t i ons Co l orado Spr i ngs , CO 

lIe i d a ,  IIi 1 1  i am Co lorado Spr i ngs , CO 

II i  eda , II i 1 1  i am Co lorado Spr i ngs , CO 

Ha l l ,  B l ake I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Vo 1 .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

299 

299 

301 

301 

305 

305 

306 

306 

307 

307 

3 1 0  

3 1 0  

3 14 

3 1 4  

3 14  

317  

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 7 . 24 ,  5 . 19 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See Andrus , Cec i l ,  Governor 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 5 , 4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 10 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1 

See Sta l l i ngs , R i chard 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

See Campbe l l ,  Thomas , Mayor 

See Burtenshaw , C lyde 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

2 . 1 2 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 10 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 . 10 , 5 . 2 . 13 , 5 . 2 . 1 4 , 5 . 2 . 1 5 , 5 . 2 . 16 , 5 . 2 . 18 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 28 . 2 ,  7 . 1 ,  7 . 1 1 

See Cochran , Thomas 

See Re i cher , Dan II .  

2 . 1 . 3 ,  2 . 1 . 5 , 2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 1 . 7 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 7 , 4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  

4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

See lIe i da ,  lI i l l i am 

4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 6 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

5 . 8 . 20 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  
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....... 
(J1 

Order 

No . 

1 008 

1 008 

1 009 

1 009 

1 01 0  

1 010  

1 01 1  

1 0 1 1  

1 012  

1 012  

1 0 13 

1 0 13 

1 0 14  

1 01 4  

1 01 5  

Name 
Ha l l ,  B lake 

I daho Repub l i can Party 

Env i ronmenta l Defense Fund 

Kassen , Me l i nda 

I daho Fa l l s Chamber of Commerce 

Kop l ow ,  I ra 

A l br i ght , Dav i d  

Federat i on o f  Ame r i can Sc i ent i sts  

B l ue R i bbon Coa l i t i on 

Co 1 1  i n s , C lark 

Eastern I daho Counc i l  on I ndust ry and Energy 

M i  l l e r ,  Roy , S r .  

I nternat . ' 1  Brotherhood o f  E lect r i c a l  Workers 

Wa lters , Jon F .  

Pocate l lo Chamber of Commerce 

Loca t i on 

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Denver , CO 

Denver , CO 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Was h i ngton , DC 

Was h i ngton , DC 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

317  

3 1 7  

320 

320 

324 

324 

326 

326 

329 

329 

330 

330 

332 

332 

335 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 27 . 13 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

See Ha 1 1 ,  B lake 

See Kassen , Me l i nda 

5 . 29 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 15 ,  5 . 29 . 1 6 ,  5 . 29 . 1 8 ,  5 . 29 . 19 ,  

5 . 29 . 2 1 ,  5 . 29 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 33 , 5 . 29 . 36 ,  5 . 29 . 46 ,  5 . 29 . 49 , 

5 . 29 . 62 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 ,  5 . 29 . 1 14 

See Kop l ow ,  I ra 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 9 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 14 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  
4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 14 

See A l br i ght , Dav i d  

See Co l l i n s ,  C lark 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 4 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

See M i l l e r ,  Roy , S r .  

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 1 , 2 . 5 . 3 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 16 , 5 . 28 . 2  

See Wa lters , Jon F .  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  3 . 4 , 4 . 5 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  

6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

See Sagness , R i chard L .  
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OJ 
I 

I-' 
0) 

Order 

No . 

1 0 1 5  

1 0 1 6  

1 0 1 6  

l O l l  

l O l l  

10 18  

10 19  

1 019 

1 020 

1 020 

1021  

1 022 

1 023 

1 024 

1025 

1 026 

Name 
Sagne s s ,  R i chard L .  

C i t i zens for I daho 

Watk i n s ,  Dane 

Eastern I daho Chapter Hea lth Phys i c s  Soc i ety 

Horan , John R .  

R i chtsme i er ,  Jean 

Conroy , R i chard A .  

Greater Pocate l lo Econom i c  Growth Counc i l  

McK i n ley ,  Ted 

Nuc lear Energy Contractors Accountab i l i ty 

Turne r ,  Roger 

Fann , Robert 

Wh i te ,  James R .  

R i tch i e ,  Ada 

McL a i n e ,  Fred 

Schwend i g ,  Lee 

Locat i on 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

McCamnon , I D 

McCammon , I D  

Arco , I D  

Arco , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Idaho F a  l l s I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

335 

337 

337 

340 

340 

343 

344 

344 

347 

347 

350 

352 

352 

353 

355 

356 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1 

See Watk i n s ,  Dane 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See Horan , John R .  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 . 4 6 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 8 . 8 ,  5 . 18 . 4 ,  5 . 19 . 4 ,  

5 . 24 . 32 

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 , 

5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

See Conroy , R i chard A .  

5 . 14 . 2 ,  5 . 20 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 5 ,  6 . 5 . 4  

See McK i n ley ,  Ted 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  5 . 1 3 . 19 ,  5 . 25 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 9 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 

1 . 1 , 3 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 28 . 2  

5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

Paqe Response

337

337

347

347



co 

I--' 
-.....j 

Order 

� 
1 027  

1 028 

1 029 

1 030 

1 031  

1 032 

1 033 

1 034 

1 035 

1 036 

1 037 

1 038 

1 039 

1 040 

1 04 1  

1 042 

Name Locat i on 

P h i l i pson , James Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Saucerma n ,  John Idaho Fa l l s ,  ID 

Russe 1 1 ,  Da rre 1 Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

We i s s ,  Thomas Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Cheney , K e  l ly R i gby , I D  

Cherry , Rex R i gby, I D  

Anderson , P h i l i p A .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  

Jones , Ross Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Sea l ande r ,  Dav i d  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Jackson , T im Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Autry , Vern Ida ho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Cutt i ng ,  Apr i l  Ha l l  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  

Benson , Lan i e  Dr i ggs , I D  

Byrom , John P .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Webb , Russ  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Crocket t ,  Gregory I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

358 

360 

361 

362 

362 

363 

364 

366 

367 

369 

370 

370 

371 

373 

374 

376 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 16 ,  3 . 2 . 19 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  

6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 2  

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 , 6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  

4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 , 

6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 .  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 41 , 

5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 4 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 95 

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  5 . 19 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Paqe Response

373



co 
I 

I-' 
CO 

Order 

� 
1 043 

1 044 

1 045 

1 045 

1 046 

1 046 

1 047  

1 047 

1 048 

1 048 

1 049 

1 049 

1 050 

1 050 

1 051 

1 051 

Name Locat i on 

Feuerborn , Pat Pocate 1 10 ,  1 0  

Pehrson , Joe I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Bra i l sford , Beatr ice  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

L i feguard-Southeast Idaho Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

P h  i l l  i ps ,  B i  rney Arco , 1 0  

Veterans of Fore i gn Wars Arco , 1 0  

Bonnet t ,  Mar i s  ( S i ster ) I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Chr i st i ans  Pray i ng for Peace Idaho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Dro l l i nger , Larry Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I nterna t i ona l Un i on o f  Operat i ng Eng i neers Pocate 1 10 ,  1 0  

Beard ,  James Seat t l e ,  WA 

Greenpeace Seat t l e ,  WA 

U . S .  DOE , Defense Programs Was h ington , DC 

Wade , Troy, Ass i stant Secretary Was h i ngton , DC 

Symms , Steve , Senator Was h i ngton , DC 

U . S .  Senate Wash i ngton , DC 

Vo 1 .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

378 

379 

390 

390 

391 

391 

393 

393 

394 

394 

396 

396 

399 

399 

401 

401 

Sec t i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 

See Bra i l sford , Beat r i ce 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

See Ph i l l i p s ,  B i rney 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 1 , 5 . 1 2 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  6 . 3  

See Bonnett , Mar i s  ( S i ster) 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  

5 . 28 . 7  

See Drol l i nger , Larry 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 

See Beard , James 

See Wade , Troy , Ass i stant Secretary 

2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 5 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  

5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 4 ,  5 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 18 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 41 , 5 . 29 . 95 

See Symms , Steve , Senator 

Page

379

394

394

399

Response



c:o 
I 

....... 
\D 

Order 

N o .  

1 052 

1 053 

1 053 

1 054 

1 054 

1 055 

1 055 

1 056 

1 056 

1 057 

1 057 

1 058 

1 058 

1 059 

1 060 

1 061  

1 062 

1 063 

Name 

Powe l l ,  Paul  

A l len , Duane 

O i l ,  Chem i ca l  and Atom i c  Workers Loca l 

Ame r i can Nuc l ear Soc i ety I daho Sect i on 

L i ebentha l ,  Jack 

Labor I nterna t i ona l Loca l 155 

Larsen , Donn 

A l lgood , Lane 

S I S  Supporters 

Burke , L i nda 

I D  Conservat i on League 

But i kofe r ,  Robert 

Student Body of Eastern Id Voc-Tech Schoo l 

Langer , S i dney 

Robertson , Robert L .  

Reed , J im 

Jensen , J .  A l len 

Hayward , LaMar 

Locat i on 

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

She l l ey, I D  

Shel ley, 1 0  

I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

406 

407 

407 

408 

408 

409 

409 

4 1 0  

4 10  

4 1 2  

4 1 2  

4 1 4  

4 1 4  

4 18  

420 

421 

422 

424 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 , 3 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

See A l len , Duane 

See L i ebentha l ,  Jack 

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

See Larsen , Donn 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3  

4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

See A l lgood , Lane 

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 10 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  

5 . 29 . 104 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

See Burke , L i nda 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 32 , 5 . 29 . 46 

See But i kofer , Robert 

1 .  1 ,  4 .  1 ,  4 .  1 1 .  3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Page Response



OJ 
I 

N 
o 

Order 

� 
1 064 Mart i n ,  L i nda S .  

1 065 Porter , John , Mayor 

1 065 Rexburg , C i ty of 

1 066 Buch l i ,  S h i r l ey 

1 067 Buch l i ,  Lavonna 

1 068 Haddon , Ver l ow 

1 068 Idaho AFL-CI0  

1 069 Geery , Dan i e l  

1 070 Turner ,  Kaye 

1 07 1  DeBow , Brad 

1 072 Toms i c ,  Joan 

1 073 Da ly ,  Kathe r i ne 

1 074 P r i ce ,  R i ck 

1 075 May , Mary 

1076 J u l l ,  Pau l a  

I on Stoe l t i ng ,  Tom 

1 078 Newton , Rache l 

Name Locat i on 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Rexburg , 1 0  

Rexburg , 1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Pocate l l o ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

She l l ey ,  1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Teton Va l ley,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Va l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

425 

426 

426 

428 

430 

432 

432 

433 

436 

437 

439 

440 

441 

443 

445 

447 

448 

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

See Porte r ,  John , Mayor 

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 7 . 3 , 5 . 2 . 15 , 5 . 4 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 10 , 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 .  4 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 6  

See Haddon , Ver l ow 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 .  1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 85 , 5 . 30 . 4 .  I ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 , 5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 , 4 . 13 , 4 . 14 , 4 . 15 . 2 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 8 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 3 1 .  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 , 5 . 1 . 3 7 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 13 , 6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 . 15 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 93 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 4  

Paqe Response

437

445

447



OJ 
, 

N 
....... 

Order 

No . 

1 079 

1 080 

1 081  

1 082 

1 083 

1 084 

1 085 

1 086 

1 087 

1 087 

1 088 

1 089 

1 090 

1 09 1  

1 092 

Name 
Norton , T im 

Proksa , Margo 

Jerg i n s ,  Co l v i n  

Cant r e  1 1 ,  R i c  

Kunz , Sam 

Pat la , Debra 

Aho , Margaret 

Mi l l e r ,  Bert 

Bonnev i l l e County Repub l ican Women 

Cartee , Bertha M .  

E l l e ,  Jean 

Howe 1 1 ,  Denn i s 

Cartee , L .  T .  

Campbe l l ,  Bruce 

R i tch i e ,  Stephen J .  

Locat i on 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Rexburg , I D 

More land , I D 

V i ctor,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

R i gby , I D  

Ida ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

450 

451 

451 

453 

455 

457 

458 

459 

470 

470 

472 

474 

476 

477 

480 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1  

2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 7 , 4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 10 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 6 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 15 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 7 . 9 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 10 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 , 

5 . 28 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

See Cartee , Bertha M .  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 28 . 2 ,  

5 . 28 . 6 , 5 . 29 . 3 2 ,  5 . 29 . 97 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 8 , 4 . 7 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 97 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7  

Page Response

453

457

477



co 
I 

N 
N 

Order 

� 
1 093 

1 094 

1 095 

1 096 

1 097  

1 098 

1 099 

1 1 00 

1 1 01 

1 1 02 

1 103 

1 501 

1 502 

1 503 

1 504 

1 505 

Name 

St . C l a i r ,  Barbara H .  

Goepe l ,  Dav i d  

Nebeker , Vaughn S .  K .  

Ke l ly ,  Chr i s t i ne M .  

Erbe n ,  John 

Bamberry , Ed 

Horr i son , B i l l  

C lark , Robert B .  

Brady , C l i ff 

Park , Char les V .  

Wor ley,  Ta l 

French , Lex i e  

Hunte r ,  Ed 

Tanner , John 

We i ker , Grant 

Park , Gary 

Loca t i on 

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

R i gby , I D  

Logan , UT 

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Arco , I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  1 1  s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

He lena , MT 

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

482 

485 

487 

488 

490 

49 1 

493 

494 

495 

497 

498 

506 

507 

509 

5 1 1  

5 1 3  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  2 . 13 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 .  42 , 

5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

5 . 28 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  2 . 12 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 2 . 13 . 12 ,  3 . 2 . 19 ,  

5 . 29 . 40 

4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 4 , 5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 . 13 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

2 . 10 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 25 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 

3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  

2 . 8 . 1 .  3 . 4  

3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 12 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 15 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

2 . 2 . 13 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 28 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 32 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  

Paqe Response
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co 
I 

N 
W 

Order 

� 
1 505 

1 506 

1 506 

1 507 

1 508 

1 509 

1 51 0  

1 51 0  

1 5 1 1  

1 51 2  

1 5 13  

1 5 14  

1 5 15  

1 51 6  

1 51 6  

1 5 1 7  

Name Loca t i on 
Park , Gary I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bra i l sford , Beatr i ce Pocate l lo ,  I D  

L i feguard-Southeast I daho Pocate l lo ,  I D  

B i ggers , Homer Be 1 1  ev ue , I D 

Carte r ,  L i nda I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Freeman , Lyle  R i gby , ID  

Pau 1 ,  E l i zabeth Ketchum, I D  

Snake R i ver A l l i ance Ketchum, I D  

Edg ley , Rona ld Pocate l lo ,  I D  

K i rkham , Kathy Chicago , I L  

Day , N i ck I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

P roksa , Denn i s  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

P roksa , Jess i e  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Eastern Idaho Chapter Hea lth Phys i c s  Soc iety I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Horan , John R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

M i nsha 1 1 ,  Judy I nkom , I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

513 

515 

515 

518  

519  

522 

523 

523 

524 

526 

528 

531 

533 

534 

534 

536 

Sect i on Numbers 

6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 6 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 22 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 8 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

See Bra i l sford , Beatr ice  

3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 12 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1  

See Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 2  

3 . 4 ,  4 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 8 . 1 ,  5 . 18 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 28 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2  

See Horan , John R .  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 29 . 95 

1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 7 , 2 . 1 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 20 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

Paqe Response
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co 
I 

N 
-+:>0 

Order 

� 
1 5 18 W i l bur , Dave L .  

1 5 19 Anderson , Jack P .  

1 520 F l e i schmann , Gary 

1 52 1  Burk e ,  L i nda 

Name 

1 52 1  I D  Conservat i on League 

1 522 Gagner , Lee 

1 523 Rea l e ,  Carta 

1 524 Turner , Kaye 

1 525 Jayn e ,  Gera l d  

1 526 Asay , Larry 

1 527 Lap i o l i ,  Max 

1 528 Da l y ,  Kathr i ne 

1 529 Beusche r ,  Brent 

1 530 Mu l l i n ,  Br ian  

1 53 1  Anderson , Re i d  

1 532 Johnson , Me l i ssa 

Locat i on 

Rexburg , I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

R i gby ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Rexburg , I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

538 

540 

542 

544 

544 

545 

546 

548 

548 

551 

552 

554 

555 

556 

558 

559 

Sect i on N umbers 

1 . 1 . . 3 . 2 . 2 , 3 . 4 , 4 . 4 . 6 , 4 . 13 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 0 , 3 . 1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 , 4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 

See Burke , L i nda 

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  

2 . 7 . 8 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 8 . 1 .  4 . 9 . 1 .  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 . 10 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 22 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 , 

5 . 29 . 32 , 6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 1 0 , 2 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 33 , 5 . 27 . 1 0 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  4 . 6 ,  4 . 10 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 30 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

4 . 13 

Paqe Response
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555



Order 

No . Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 
1 533 Suche r ,  Denn i s  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 560 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 13 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 3 

1 534 Watters , Dona ld A .  She l ley, I D  3 562 1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 3 ,  
5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 535 Sess i on s ,  Ron Ammon , I D  3 564 1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

1 536 Wa lters , Steven J .  B l ackfoot , I D  3 565 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 97 ,  5 . 3 1 . 13 

1 537  O l sen , Chery l Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  3 567 3 . 2 . 23 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 13 . 13 

1 538 Snode r l y ,  R i ck Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 569 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  4 . 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  

OJ 5 . 27 . 1 2 . 2  
I 

N 
U1 

1 539 O l sen , James Ke ith  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  3 571  1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 9 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 3 . 4 ,  5 . 13 . 9 ,  5 . 13 . 10 ,  
5 . 1 3 . 1 2 ,  5 . 23 . 7  

1 540 Wh i t e ,  C .  E .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 573 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 9 . 4 , 5 . 24 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  
5 . 25 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 13 

1 54 1  Mered i t h ,  J .  Casey Pocate l lo ,  I D  3 575 3 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 7 . 6 ,  5 . 7 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 .  1 2 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  
5 . 29 . 103 , 6 . 3  

1 542 Bra i l sford , Beatr i ce Pocate l lo ,  I D  3 577 1 . 1  

1 542 L i feguard-Southeast Idaho Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 3 577 See Bra i l sford , Beatr i ce 

1 543 Wi l son , Kathy Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 578 4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 544 Chackee , A l  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 579 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 20 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 9 ,  5 . 23 . 14 

1 545 Wh i tf i e ld ,  M i chae l Dr i ggs , I D  3 580 1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 2 4 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  
5 . 29 . 95 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 

Page Response
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co 
, 

N 
(j) 

Order 

� 
1 546 

1 547 

1 548 

1 549 

1 550 

1 551 

1 552 

1 553 

1 554 

TOOl 

TOOl 

T002 

T002 

T003 

T003 

T004 

T005 

Name 

Wh i tf i e l d ,  M iche l le 

Breed , M i chae l S .  

Norman , Ke l ly 

Norman , Randy 

W i xom, Bryan 

Deasen , Ben 

Kunz , Thayne 

Gauchay , V i ck i e  

Bre i te r ,  Edward 

L i eder ,  Ruth ,  Mayor 

Sun Va l ley ,  C i ty of 

Mayor o f  Ketchum 

Young , Lawrence , Mayor 

M i l l e r ,  Jack 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  Chamber of Commerce 

Moorman , Mark 

Cate s ,  Garth 

Locat i on 

Dubo i s ,  1 0  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Amnon , I D  

Chubbuck , 1 0  

B lackfoot , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

More l and , 1 0  

Dubo i s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Sun Va l ley , I D  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Burley,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

582 

584 

584 

585 

586 

586 

587 

589 

589 

599 

599 

601 

601 

603 

603 

604 

605 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 

4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 25 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 4 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 34 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 1  

See L i eder ,  Rut h ,  Mayor 

See Young , Lawrence , Mayor 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

See M i l le r ,  Jack 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

_ Paqe

599

599

Response



OJ 
, 

N 
-.J 

Order 

No . 

T005 

T006 

T006 

T007 

TOOS 

TOOS 

T009 

T009 

T010  

T O l l  

T0 1 2  

T0 13  

T 0 1 4  

T 0 1 5  

T0 1 6  

Name Loca t i on 

Nat i ona l E lectr i ca l  Contractors Assoc iat i on Bo i se , 1 0  

Doug las , Norma Sun Va l ley ,  1 0  

S u n  Va l ley-Ketchum Chamber o f  Commerce Sun Va l ley ,  1 0  

Stoke , Jonathan Ha i ley, 1 0  

Groundwater A l l i ance Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

McCan n ,  An ita  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Mag i c  Va l ley Peace Project Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Massoth ,  N i ck Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Harmon , J .  Frank Pocate l l o ,  I D  

France , Ernest Jerome , 1 0  

Ruprecht , Fam i ly Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Stennet , C l i nt  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

McDorman , B i  1 1  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Wa lker , Benjam i n  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Mahr , Mon ica Sun Va l ley, 1 0  

V o  l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

605 

606 

606 

607 

6 1 1  

6 1 1  

6 13  

6 13  

6 1 5  

6 1 6  

6 1 7  

6 1 S  

620 

622 

623 

Sect i on Numbers 

See Cates , Garth 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 20 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6  

See Doug las , Norma 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  

5 . 14 . 1 ,  5 . 1 6 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 3 ,  5 . 20 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 6 ,  5 . 2 1 . 3 ,  5 . 23 . 1 .  

5 . 23 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 23 . 13 ,  5 . 23 . 1 7 ,  5 . 23 . 19 ,  5 . 24 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 S ,  

5 . 27 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 31 . 19 

See McCann , An i ta 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . S ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  5 . 13 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

6 . 3  

See Massoth , N i ck 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . S 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 5 ,  6 . 1 . S 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . S 7 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  

6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 3 . 2 . 1 5 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

Paqe Response



Order 

No . Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 
T 0 1 7  Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 3 625  See  Sa lzman , Jason 

T 0 1 7  Sa lzman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 3 625  2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 3 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 26 . 2  

T0 18  Fre i ta s ,  Frank I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 6 2 7  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1  

T0 19  Amr i t ,  Fam i ly  Ketchum , I D  3 627  1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

T020 Lafey,  Kev i n  H a  i ley, I D  3 628 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

T021  Lever , Thane Ketchum , I D  3 629 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

T022  W i ethorn , J u l i e  Ha i ley, I D  3 630 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 , 2 . 13 . 1 7 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

co T023 Bates , Da le Ketchum , I D  3 632 5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 25 
I 

N 
CO T 024 A l ban , Dan i e l  L .  Ketchum , I D  3 632 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 6 , 2 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 4 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 5 . 7  

T025 Ne i l l ,  DeW i tt T .  Pocate l lo , I D  3 635 1 .  1 ,  2 .  1 .  1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 .  1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 .  29 . 9 7 ,  6 .  1 .  2 ,  6 . 2  

T026 McLa i n ,  E la i ne Be l levue , I D  3 637 2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

T027 Huston , Joan Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 639 1 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

T028 G i lmour ,  B r i dget Wood R i ver Va l ley , I D  3 640 3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 9  

T029 McCann , M ichae l Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 641  4 . 2 . 1  

T030 Greathouse , Lowe l l  F i l er ,  I D  3 641 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

T03 1 A 1 ban , Susan Ketchum , I D  3 643 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 2  

T032 Fa l lowf ie l d ,  Susan Rutt Ketchum , I D  3 644 1 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

T033 Hedge , Dav i d  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 645 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 1 .  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 .  

Page Response



co 

N 
In 

Order 

.Ji£.:.... 
T033 

T034 

T035 

T036 

T03 7  

T038 

T039 

T040 

T041 

T042 

T043 

T044 

T045 

T046 

T047 

T047 

T048 

Name Locat i on 
Hedge , Dav i d  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Green , Sy l v i a  Ha i l ey , I D  

Laverty, Den i se Sa lmon , I D  

Ha 1 1 ,  R i ck Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Edgers , Debb i e  Ketchum, I D  

K i ncannon , L i nn Sun Va l l ey ,  ID 

G l accum ,  E l l en Ketchum, I D  

Pearson , Brad Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Cha r l son , K i rk Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

I vory , Don B .  Mer i d i an ,  I D  

Marve l ,  Jonathan Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Munter , Andy Ketchum , I D  

Stevenson , John Gannett , I D  

Casbeau , Max Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Keresty ,  Laura Was h i ngton , DC 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 

Lufk i n ,  E l i se Ketchum , I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

645 

646 

647 

649 

649 

650 

651  

652 

653 

655 

657 

658 

660 

660 

661 

661 

662 

Sect i on Numbers 

4 . 15 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 2 . 10 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 4 . 1 6 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  

5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 99 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 .  36  

4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 

4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 8 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4  

1 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  5 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 6 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 59 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 4 . 1 5 . 8 , 5 . 1 0 . 2 , 5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  

5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 6 

See Keresty, Laura 

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  

Paqe Response



co 
I 

W 
o 

Order 

T048 

T049 

T050 

T051  

T052 

T053 

T054 

T055 

T056 

T057 

T058 

T059 

T060 

T061 

T062 

T063 

Lufk i n ,  E l i se 

Stevenson , E l i zabeth 

Th i ede , C i ndy 

Backstatter , Stuart 

Jones , Mary 

Hedge , Anne L .  

Whi t i ng ,  Lee 

Hard i ng ,  Chr i s  

B i ggers , Homer 

Hard i n g ,  Andrew 

Burks , D i ane 

McG i n ley ,  Kath leen 

Ch i sho lm,  W i l l i am K .  

Ward , Mary Ann 

Rande l l ,  Ju l i e  

McMahan , Jeff 

Name Locat ion 

Ketchum, I D  

Be l levue,  I D  

Ketchum, I D  

Ha i ley,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Sun Va l ley , I D  

Ha i ley, I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Be 1 1  evue , I D 

Ketchum, I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Be 1 1  evue , I D 

Buh l ,  I D  

Ha i ley, I D  

K imber ly ,  I D  

Ketchum, I D  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

662 

664 

664 

665 

666 

667 

668 

669 

670 

671 

672 

673 

674 

675 

677  

677  

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 27 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 10 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 1 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

2 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 6 ,  

6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1  

3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 .  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 55 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 1 3 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 20 ,  6 . 1 . 4 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 20 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

No. Vol. Page Response



co 
I 

W 
....... 

Order 

� 
T064 

T065 

T066 

T067 

T068 

T069 

T070 

TOll  

T072 

T073 

T074 

T074 

T075 

T076 

Ton 

T078 

Name Locat ion 

Hanawa l t ,  Vance Ha i ley r o  

W i ethorn , R i chard Ha i l ey ,  ro 

West , L i ta Be l l evue , 1 0  

W i ethorn , E d i th Ha i ley, 1 0  

Green , Jud i e  Jerome , 1 0  

Moore , G i l bert R .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Ransom , Bob F i ler ,  r o  

Ken t ,  Ar lo  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

As  h ,  V i rg  i n i a Buh 1 ,  1 0  

Shoka 1 ,  Edward C .  Hagerman , 1 0  

Fa i rc h i  1 d ,  Oor i s  Buh 1 ,  1 0  

Pra i r i e  Fa lcon Audubon Soc i ety Buh 1 ,  ro 

Be 1 1 ,  Jock Ha i ley , 1 0  

Beas ley ,  Mar 1ese B l ackfoot , 1 0  

F r i tz , Jane Sandpo i nt ,  I D  

Brower ,  B i  1 1  I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

686 

689 

690 

692 

694 

696 

697 

699 

699 

701 

704 

704 

706 

707 

708 

708 

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

l . l ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . l . 1  

2 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . l . 4 6 ,  5 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 1 0 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 30 . l . 1 5 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 l . 1 ,  6 . l . 2 ,  6 . l . 8 

l . l ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 23 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 31 . 18 ,  

6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 84 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

l . l , 3 . 2 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 10 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 13 ,  

6 . 5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 2 ,  2 . 2 . 9 ,  2 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 13 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

See Fa i rch i l d ,  Dor i s  

6 . 5 . 1 0 

5 . 1 2 . 1  

l . 1 .  6 . 5 . 2  

l . 1  

Paqe

697

699

Response



OJ 
, 

W 
N 

Order 

� 
T079 

T080 

T081 

T082 

T083 

T084 

T085 

T501 

T502 

T502 

T503 

T503 

T504 

T504 

T505 

Name Loca t i on 

T i l l ey , Ray Hansen , I D  

McNev i n ,  Anne E .  Jerome , I D  

Dav i s ,  Donna Hansen , I D  

Berntha 1 ,  E .  J .  Tw i n  Fa 1 1 s ,  I D  

McA 1 1  i ster , Judy Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

West , Chr i s  I D  

McCarthy , M i chae l  Bo i se ,  I D  

Be 1 1em , C l arence Rupert , I D  

Pau l , E l i zabeth Ketchum , I D  

Snake R i ver A l l i ance Ketchum , I D  

G l oba l Env i ronmenta l Project I n s t i tute Ketchum , ID 

Hawkes , Jud i th Ketchum , I D  

Comm i ttee for I daho ' s  H i gh Desert P i cabo , I D  

O ' Crow 1ey , Janet P i cabo , I D  

McNev i n ,  Tony E .  Jerome , I D  

Vo l .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

709 

7 10  

7 1 2  

7 12  

7 14 

7 16  

7 17  

725  

727  

727  

730 

730 

733 

733 

736 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 .  4 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 10 . 4 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . i ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 1 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 24 . 2 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

4 . 13 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 29 . 97 

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 32 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 2 . 1 7 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 9 ,  2 . 8 . 10 ,  2 . 8 . 1 2 ,  

2 . 8 . 13 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 2 2 . 3 ,  5 . 22 . 6 , 

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 6 ,  6 . 3  

See Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

See Hawkes , Jud i th 

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 1 . 4 0 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  

5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 56 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

See O ' Crow 1ey, Janet 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1  

Page Response

714

733



Order 

� Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

T506 Rodman , Ju l i e Be l l evue , I D  3 738 1 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

T507 Von L i ndern , I an Moscow, I D  3 738 2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 5 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 18 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14  

T508 Marsha 1 1 ,  Quay Ha i ley, I D  3 740 4 . 14 ,  4 . 15 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 

T509 Su l l  i van , M i ke Ha i  ley , I D  3 741  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 6 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 5 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 2  

T510  Co l e ,  T i na Sun Va l l ey , I D  3 743 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

T51 1 Batche l der , Patsy Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 743 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  

6 . 1 . 1  

T512  Meyer , R i chard S .  Sun Va l l ey , I D  3 744 4 . 13 

co 
I 

Ha i l ey ,  I D  3 747 w T513 Lagergren , Ken 1 . 1 .  3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 
w 

T514 Houston , I rv Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 748 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 .  3 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

T5 15  Person s ,  Lew i s  Ketchum , I D  3 749 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 1 5 . 2  

T516  McCarty , W i l ly Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 750 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 

T51 7 Chand ler , Asa Ketchum , I D  3 751  1 . 1  

T518 F lood , Kat i e  and John P i cabo , I D  3 752 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 9 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 22 . 6 , 6 . 1 . 2  

T519 Barnes , A l i son Ha i ley, I D  3 7 53 1 . 1  

T520 Ah lberg , Jerry Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 7 53 3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 3  

T521  B l unt , Andrew Ha i ley , I D  3 754 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 4 5 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 5 , 

5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

T522 Landon , Jan i ce L .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 756 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 19 . 4 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 1 

Page

738

741

743

744

747

Response



Order 

� Name Locat ion Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

T523 Laverty , Kent Ha i leY , I D  3 757 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 19 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 68 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

T524 Murphy , Ke l ly Cast leford , I D  3 759 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

T525 Hunter ,  Ed  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 761 3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 2 8 . 2 ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

T526 Murphey , Suzanne Cast leford , I D  3 761  3 . 2 . 23 ,  5 . 1 . 3 0 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

T527 Combe , Robert I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  3 762 2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 32 

T528 Breen , M i ke Ha i ley , I D  3 764 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

OJ T529 Be lson , Jan ice Sun Va l ley , I D  3 765 3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 
, 

w 
� 

T530 Welch , Chery l Ha i ley, I D  3 768 1 . 1  

T531 Surse ly ,  Kath l een Buh l ,  I D  3 768 2 . 3 ,  2 . 5 . 5 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

T532 Dav i s ,  M i che le  Ketchum, I D  3 769 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2  

T533 Shatter ly ,  Frances Twi n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 770 1 . 1  

T534 P i otter , Kar l  F .  Ketchum , I D  3 77 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

T535 Schne i der ,  Betty H .  Ketchum, I D  3 7 7 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

T536 B i l l e ,  Donna Ketchum , I D  3 772 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

T537 Jones , Mary F i  ler ,  I D  3 773 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 5 ,  5 . 13 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

T538 Pomeroy , C. W .  Ketchum , I D  3 774 1 . 1  

T539 S i emon , Mark Ketchum , I D  3 775 4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 13 

Paqe

757

759

775

Response



OJ 
I 

W 
U1 

Order 

No . 

T540 

T541 

T542 

T543 

T544 

T545 

T546 

T547 

T548 

T549 

T550 

T551 

T552 

T553 

T554 

T555 

T556 

Name 

Ashcom , Ken 

Bergerson , L i nda 

Pomeroy , Tom 

We l l s ,  Matthew 

Macdona ld-Steward,  Margaret 

M i kese l l ,  Dana 

U lahwt i , Ms . 

Sa lonya , Ca l 

Pau 1 .  Tau 1 

Emery, Dr . A .  C .  

MacMurran , Dona l d  

Sma 1 1 ,  W i  1 1  

Deue 1 ,  Herb 

Beez ley ,  Carr i e  

Gab r i nett i ,  Tom 

T i l ley,  Mart i n  

Johnson . A l  B .  

Locat i on 

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , 1 D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ha i ley,  1 D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Twin  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Ha i  ley,  1 D  

Ketchum ,  1 D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

P i cabo , 1 D  

Buh l ,  1 D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Ketchum , 1 D  

Hansen , I D 

Buh 1 .  1 D  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

780 

781 

782 

785 

785 

787 

788 

790 

790 

798 

801 

802 

804 

805 

806 

806 

809 

Sect ion Numbers 

2 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 70 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 7 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 3  

1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  5 . 10 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 23 

2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 94 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

2 . 1 2 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 10 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 34 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 1  

Vo 1 . Paqe Response



co 
r 

W 
01 

Order 

No .  

T557 

T558 

T559 

T560 

T561 

T562 

T562 

T563 

T564 

T565 

T566 

T567 

T568 

T569 

T570 

T571 

T572 

Name 
Rowe , Car l 

Brown , Caro lyn 

Dona rt , Sa l ly 

Anthony , George W .  

Ch i sho l m ,  W i l l i am K .  

Pace , Char l es 

Shoshone-Bannock T r i bes 

Chupa , Marge 

R i ckards , Peter 

Hoene , P h i  1 

N i e l sen , Garry M .  

Haynes ,  Cathe r i ne 

Chapman , Cha r les J .  

R i chardson , Reg i na 

D i l lard , Sherry 

Drown , Teresa 

Shockey , Car l a  

Locat i on 

Ketchum , 1 D  

Ketchum , 1 D  

Ketchum, I D  

F i ler ,  1 D  

Buh 1 1 D  

B lackfoot , 1 D  

B lackfoot , 1 D  

Tw in  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Ha i l ey , 1 D  

Hansen , I D  

Tw in  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Buh 1 ,  1 D  

Ketchum , 1 D  

Bur l ey ,  I D  

Vo 1 .  

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

3 

809 

8 1 1  

813 

815  

817  

817  

817  

821  

823 

825 

826 

830 

832 

833 

834 

836 

837 

Sect i on N umbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 13 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 16 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 31 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 13 . 1 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 14 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 14 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 82 ,  6 . 4 . 6  

See Pace ,  Char les 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 1 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 1 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 1 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

Page Response



Order 

No . Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

T573 Hondo , Caro lyn Burley,  I D  3 B39 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

T574 Jarv i s ,  Jeff Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 840 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5 ,  

6 . 5 . 1 1  

T575 Knaup , George Jerome , I D  3 842 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

T576 Se l lers , Ed Ketchum , ID 3 842 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

T577 Kre i l kamp , Kor r i ne Buh l ,  I D  3 844 1 . 1  

T578 Gardner ,  Kathyrn Ann Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 844 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 16 

T579 McG i nn i s ,  Mary Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  3 846 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  6 . 3  

OJ T580 Wa lker ,  Amy B l  i ss ,  I D  3 847 5 . 27 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  
I 

w 
-...I 

T581 Pau l , E l i zabeth Ketchum, I D  3 848 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 1 .  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

T581  Snake R i ver A l l i ance Ketchum , I D  3 848 See Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

Page Response





n 

........ 

Order 

No . 

E005 

E005 

E006 

E006 

E007 

E007 

E008 

E008 

E009 

E009 

E010  

E010  

Name 

Andrus , Cec i l ,  Governor 

State of I daho 

Sta l l i ng s ,  R i chard 

U . S .  House of Representat i ves 

I daho Fa l l s C i ty Reso lut i on 

I daho Fa l l s ,  C i ty of 

Bonnev i l l e County Comm i ss i oners 

Burtenshaw, C lyde 

I daho Cho i ce Coa l i t i ons  

We i da , W i l l  i am 

I daho Repub l i c  Party 

Pet i t i ons  and Cards 

E010A Idaho Fa l l s  Chamber of Commerce 

APPENDIX  C 

EXH I B I T S  SUBM I TTED BY ORDER NUMBER 

Loca t i on 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Idaho Fal l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fal l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fal l s ,  I D  

Co l orado Spr i ngs , CO 

Co l orado Spr i ngs , CO 

Idaho Fal l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

32  

32  

35 

35 

41 

41  

42 

42 

43 

43 

58 

58 

233 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 7 . 24 ,  5 . 19 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See Andrus , Cec i l ,  Governor 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 5 ,  4 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

See Sta l l i ngs , R i chard 

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

See I daho Fa l l s C i ty Res . 

See Burtenshaw , C l yde 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 .  

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

See We i d a ,  W i l l i am 

3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 5 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 8 . 20 ,  5 . 22 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 , 5 . 28 . 2 ,  

5 . 28 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

See Pet i t i ons  and Cards , 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 13 . 1  

See Kop l ow ,  Ira  

Page Response

41

43

43



n 
I 

N 

Order 

No . 

E 0 10A 

E 0 1 1  

E 0 1 1  

E0 1 2  

E0 12  

E0 13  

E014  

E015  

E016  

E017  

E018 

E019 

E019 

Name 
Kop low, I ra 

A l br i ght , Dav i d  

Federat ion o f  Ame r i can S c i en t i sts 

Cochran , Thomas 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  

Ba ldw i n ,  Burton 

Anderson , Ph i l i p  A .  

Reed , Mark 

B i tton , Kathy 

Bre i t e r ,  Edward 

Chr i stofferson , John E .  

B l ue R i bbon Coa l i t i on 

Co l l  i n s ,  C l ark 

E019A Eastern Idaho Counc i l  on I ndustry and Energy 

E019A M i l l e r ,  Roy , S r .  

Locat ion 

Ida ho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Was h i ngton , DC 

She l by ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Ida ho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I da ho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Vo l .  

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

233 

235 

235 

249 

249 

260 

260 

26 1  

262  

264  

266  

270  

270 

2 7 1  

2 7 1  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

3 . 2 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 4 ,  

4 . 4 . 5 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 2 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 . 10 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 2 6 . 2  

See A l br i ght , Dav i d  

2 . 2 . 9 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 1 2 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  

4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 9 . 5 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 . 13 ,  

5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 . 18 

See Cochran , Thomas 

6 . 5 . 9  

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 41 , 

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1  

1 . 1 , 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 13 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 9  

5 . 27 . 4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 , 6 . 1 . 9  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 29 . 84 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

See Col l i ns , C l ark 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 1 , 

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

See M i l l e r ,  Roy , Sr . 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

Paqe Response



n 
I 

W 

Order 

� 
E020 

E020 

E021 

E021 

E022 

E022 

E023 

E023 

E024 

E024 

E025 

E025 

E 026 

E027 

E028 

E029 

Name Locat i on 
I nterna t .  ' 1  Brotherhood of E lectr i ca l  Workers B l ackfoot , I D  

Wa l ters , Jon F .  B l ackfoot , I D  

Pocate l lo Chamber of Commerce Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Sagne s s ,  R i chard L .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

C i t i zens for Idaho I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Watk i n s ,  Dane I da ho Fa l l  s, I D 

Eastern I daho Chapter Hea lth Phys i c s  Soc i ety I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Honkus , Roche l le J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Conroy , R i chard A .  McCammon , I D 

Greater Pocate l lo Econom i c  Growth Counc i l  McCammon , I D 

McK i n ley, Ted Arco , I D  

Nuc lear  Energy Contractors Accountab i l i ty Arco , I D  

Turner ,  Roger Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Fann , Robert I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Wh i t e ,  James R .  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

R i tch i e ,  Ada I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo 1 .  

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

272 

272 

275 

275 

276 

276 

719  

7 19 

7 19  

7 19  

720 

720 

735 

736 

736 

737 

Sect i on Numbers 

See W� lter s ,  Jon F .  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 4 . 1  

See Sagness , R i chard L .  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

See Watk i ns ,  Dane 

1 . 1  

See Honkus , Roche l le J .  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  

5 . 27 . 15 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

See Conroy , R ichard A .  

5 . 1 4 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 5 ,  6 . 5 . 4  

See McK i n l ey ,  Ted 

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 19 ,  5 . 2 5 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 28 ,  

5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 

Paqe Response

735



Order 

� Name Loca t i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

E030 McLa i n ,  Fred B l ackfoot , I D  4 739 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 15 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

E031 P h i l i pson , James I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 740 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 19 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 2  

E032 Saucerman , John Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 741 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

E033 Hopk i n s ,  T im I daho Fa l l  s ,  I D 4 742 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

E034 Westergard , Cory L .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 743 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E035 Cherry , Rex R i gby , I D  4 744 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

E036 Rob i n son , Ju l i e  V i ctor , I D  4 744 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

E037 Hense l ,  Dav i d  V i ctor , I D  4 745 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 45 , 

n 5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 1 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 3  
I 

... 

E038 W i ns h i p ,  Ben V i cto r ,  I D  4 746 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

E039 Anderson , Ph i l i p  A .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 746 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 9 . 4 1 , 

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

E040 Jones , Ross Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 747 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 2  

E041  Sea lande r ,  Dav i d  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  4 748 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 6 ,  

3 . 2 . 18 , 4 . 1 , 4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  

4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 9 . 3 1 . 5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  6 . 3  

E042 Cutt i ng ,  Apr i l  Ha l l  Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 751 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

E043 Cutt i ng ,  Cra i g  Ha l l  Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 751 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 , 3 . 4  

E044 Benson , Lan i e  Dr iggs , I D  4 752 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

Paqe

739

744

744

745

747

Response



Order 

No .  Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sec t i on Numbers 
E045 Whee ler , Jeff Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 753 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 6 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3  

E 046 Rowe , M ike B l ackfoot , ID  4 754 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

E047 Z i l l i g ,  F r i tz Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 754 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

E048 Saye r ,  W i nona I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 755 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

E049 Evans , Tr i sha Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 755 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

E050 Van Orden , Jay Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 756 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

E051 Feuerborn , Pat Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 756 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 10 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

n E052 Pehrson , Joe Idaho Fal l s ,  I D  4 757 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  
I 

(J1 

E 053 F i chte r ,  Edson Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 759 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 

E 054 Wood , Wi l l ard R .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 760 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 , 6 . 1 . 2  

E 055 Mo len , Caro lyn I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  4 761 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1  

E056 Wagoner , Vaughn and An i ta Idaho Fal l s ,  I D  4 763 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

E057 Mi  l l e r ,  Gary W .  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  4 763 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  6 . 2  

E058 Buchl i ,  Gary L .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  4 764 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

E059 V i ta l e ,  Kath leen M .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  4 764 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 5 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 3  

E060 Merr i  1 1 ,  Georgeann Ida ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 4 765 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

E061  He i lman , June E .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 766 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 4 , 5 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 22 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 , 6 . 1 . 1 , 6 . 2 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

E062 Cano , J . , Cano , P . ,  Craven , E .  M .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  4 767 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 5 . 1 1 

Page Response

754

754

757

759



n 
I 

(J) 

Order 

� 
E063 

E064 

E065 

E066 

E067 

E067 

E068 

E068 

E069 

E069 

E070 

E070 

E071  

E072  

E073 

E074 

E075 

E076 

Name 

K l e i n ,  Beverly  A .  

K l e i n ,  Noah W .  

Vas i 1 ,  Joe 

Dunham , Mary S .  

P h i l l i ps ,  B i rney 

Veterans of Fore i gn Wars 

Bonnett ,  Mar i s  ( S i ster ) 

Chr i st i ans Pray i ng for Peace 

Dro l l i nger ,  Larry 

I nternat i ona l Un i on of Operat i ng Eng i neers 

Beard , James 

Greenpeace 

Grayson , Steve 

Cottre l l ,  Robert L .  and Gay 

Spencer ,  Jon 

L i sh , A l an 

Armstrong , M i chae l H .  

H i  1 1 ,  Von J .  

Locat i on 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Arc o ,  I D  

Arco , I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Seatt l e ,  WA 

Seatt l e ,  WA 

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

Ida ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

McCarrmon , I D 

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ida ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Vo l .  

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

767 

768 

768 

769 

77 1  

77 1  

77 1  

771  

772  

772 

773 

773 

776 

776  

777  

777 

778 

778 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 8 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 2 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 0 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

See Ph i l l i ps ,  B i rney 

1 .  1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5. 1 0 .  1 1 ,  5. 1 0 . 2 1 ,  5 .  1 2  . 6 ,  5 .  29 . 85 ,  6 . 3  

See Bonnett , Mar i s  ( S i ster)  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 2 8 . 7  

See Dro l l i nger ,  Larry 

2 . 1 . 6 , 4 . 1 , 4 . 2 . 1 , 4 . 4 . 2 , 4 . 6 , 4 . 7 . 1 , 4 . 7 . 2 , 4 . 7 . 4 , 4 . 10 . 5 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

See Beard,  James 

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 . 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Paqe

767

773

Response



n 
I 

'-J 

Order 

Name 

E077  Wh i tehead , C . A .  

E078 Beu , Larry N .  

E079 Juan t ,  Dana 

E 080 W i  1 1  i ams , T im C .  

E081 Symms , Stev e ,  Senator 

E081  U . S .  Senate 

E082 A l len , Duane 

E082 Oi 1 ,  Chem i c a l  and Atom i c  Workers Loca l 

E083 Amer i ca l Nuc lear Soc i ety Idaho Sect i on 

E083 L i ebentha l ,  Jack 

E084 Labor I nternat i ona l Loca l 155 

E084 Larsen , Donn 

E085 A l lgood , Lane 

E085 S I S  Supporters 

E086 Ha 1 1 ,  B lake 

E086 I daho Repub l i can Party 

E087 Harr i ngton , James A .  

Locat ion 

Arco , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Arco , I D  

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

She l ley, I D  

She l ley ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

J daho F a  1 1  s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

J da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

Vo l .  

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

779 

779 

780 

780 

781 

781 

784 

784 

785 

785 

786 

786 

786 

786 

788 

788 

791 

Sect i on Numbers 
1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 5 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  

5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 18 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 5 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 41 , 5 . 29 . 95 

See Symms , Steve , Senator 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 6  

See A l len , Duane 

See L i ebentha l ,  Jack 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

See Larsen , Donn 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

See A l lgood , Lane 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  

5 . 24 . 30 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 41 , 

5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

See Ha 1 1 ,  B l ake 

1 . 1 , 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 25 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 2 

No. Page

779

Response



(") 
I 

00 

Order 

No . 

E088 

E089 

E090 

E09 1 

E092 

E093 

E094 

E095 

E096 

E096 

E097 

E098 

E098 

E099 

E 1 00 

E l 0 1  

E l 02 

E 1 03 

Name 

Tausche r ,  Larry , Kathy , and Stephan i e  

Car l son , 8 l a i r  

Stears , Al l en ,  L i nda , and Dante 

Lange r ,  S i dney 

Robertson , Robert L .  

Reed , J i m  

Jensen , J .  A l l en 

Mart i n ,  L i nda S .  

Porter , John , Mayor 

Rexburg , C i ty of 

Buch l i ,  Sh i r l ey 

Haddon , Ver l ow 

I daho AFL -C I O  

Geery , Dan i e l  

Turne r ,  Kaye 

Howar d ,  R .  P .  

Kumm , Ju ly  and Ke l ly 

Wa l kenhorst , Shauna 

Locat ion 

B l ackfoot , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Rexburg , I D  

Rexburg , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

8o i se ,  I D  

80 i se ,  I D  

She l l ey , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l l o ,  I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Vo l .  

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

793 

794 

796 

796 

797 

797 

799 

801 

802 

802 

804 

805 

805 

806 

808 

808 

809 

810 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 18 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 , 4 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 3 , 5 . 2 7 . 15 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  5 . 28 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3  

1 . 1 , 3 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 32 , 5 . 29 . 95 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

See Porte r ,  John , Mayor 

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 12 . 6  

See Haddon , Ver l ow 

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 3 , 6 . 5 . 2 , 6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 3 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2  

1 . 1 .  3 . 3 . 2  

1 . 1 .  4 . 13 

Page Response

797



Order 

No . Name Locat ion Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

E I 04 Dav i s ,  C larence and Grace R .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  4 8 1 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 3  

E I05 Montgomery , Wayne and V i ctor i a  Pocate l l o ,  I D  4 8 1 1  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

E I 06 Sampson , Krys Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 8 12  1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

E I 07 Rot h ,  Jess i e  E .  Amer i can Fa l l s ,  I D  4 812  1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

E l08 Ston e ,  As l ett , Sandy ,  Bob ,  Lee , Cher i , Larry B l ackfoot , I D  4 813 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 8 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  5 . 29 . 89 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 3  

E l09 Hayden , M ichae l Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 814  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 13 

E l I 0  C l over , R i chard S .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 814  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 13 

E l 1 1  Hof f ,  Rodney Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 8 15  1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 

n 
I E 1 1 2  Gent i l lon , J i l l  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D 4 8 16  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 2  \0 

E 1 1 3  McGary , Janet Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 8 16  1 . 1  

E 1 14 Down i ng ,  Joan K .  and G l enn Ray Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  4 8 1 7  1 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

E 1 1 5  Know l es , Lo i s  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  4 817  1 . 1  

E 1 16 P i er , Brad Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 818 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1 1  

E 1 1 7  Turner , Kaye Pocate·l l o ,  I D  4 818 4 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  6 . 2  

E 1 18 Dav i s ,  Jeff Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  4 819  1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 2  

E 1 19 Wha l en ,  Debra Chubbuck , I D 4 819  1 . 1 .  3 . 3 . 2  

E l20  St i nger , D i ane Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  4 820 4 . 13 ,  6 . 3  

E l 2 1  DeBow , Brad I daho Fa l l s ,  I D 4 820 2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

E l 22  Da l y ,  Kather i ne Pocate l lo ,  I D  4 821  1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 15 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 3 1 .  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response



n 

...... 
o 

Order 

No . 

E 1 23 

E 1 24 

E 1 25 

E 1 26 

E 1 27 

E 1 28 

E 1 29 

E 130 

E 13 1  

E 13 1  

E 132  

E 133 

E 134 

E 135  

E 136 

E137  

E 138 

Name 

Durham , Les 1 i e  

Wh i ttake r ,  Tom 

P r i ce ,  R i ck 

Toms i c ,  Joan 

Pet i t i on s  

Howe , John Thayne , Jr  

Howe , Rob i n  

Bode 1 1 ,  Robert 

Nat i ona l E lect r i ca l  Contractors Assoc ia t i on 

T r i p lett , Ga ry 

Burke ,  Reece W .  

Ju l l ,  Pau l a  

Johnson , Joann Crane 

Evan s ,  Scott 

Stoe l t i ng ,  Tom 

Newton , Rache l 

Judd , Sean D .  

Locat i on 

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Pocate l lo , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocat e l l o ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Vo l .  

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

822 

823 

823 

824 

825 

828 

829 

829 

830 

830 

832 

833 

833 

834 

835 

836 

836 

Sect i on Numbers 

l . l ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 2  

l . I ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

l . I ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

l . l ,  6 . l . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

See T r i p l ett ,  Gary 

l . l ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 l . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

l . I ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

l . l ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

l . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 93 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 4  

l . I ,  3 . 4  

Page Response



n 

...... 
...... 

Order 

N o .  

E 139 

E 140 

E 14 1  

E 142 

E 143 

E 144 

E 145 

E 146 

E 147 

E 148 

E 149 

E 1 50 

E 1 51 

Name 

Jones , Caron R .  

McNamar , Laur i e  

Kaufman , R .  Lynn 

Nebeker , Vaughn S .  K .  

Norton , T i m  

Watson , V i ck i  A .  

Johnson , Karen 

Proksa ,  Margo 

Letters , Subm i tted by Margo Proksa 

Cantre l l ,  R i c  

Kunz , Sam 

Pat l a ,  Debra 

Aho , Margaret 

Locat i on 

Pocate l lo ,  1 D  

Pocate l lo ,  1 D  

Pocate 1 1 0 ,  1 D  

R i gby , 1 D  

Pocate l lo ,  1 D  

Pocate l lo ,  1 D  

Pocate l lo ,  1 D  

Pocate l lo ,  1 D  

Pocate l lo ,  1 D  

Rexburg , 1 D  

More l and , 1 D  

V i ctor ,  1 D  

Pocate l lo ,  1 D  

Vo l .  

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

4 

837 

837 

838 

838 

839 

840 

840 

84 1 

841 

855 

857 

859 

861 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 13 ,  6 . 2  

Neutra l 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 2 , 5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 29 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 60 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  

6 . 4 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2 , 5 . 27 . 1 . 1 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 7 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 10 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 , 3 . 5 . 1 , 4 . 7 . 1 , 4 . 14 , 5 . 1 . 35 , 5 . 1 . 40 , 5 . 1 0 . 16 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  

5 . 29 . 8 1 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 1 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 9 

Paqe Response



n 

'-' 
N 

Order 

� 
E 1 52 

E 160  

E 1 60 

E 1 6 1  

E 1 61 

E 162  

E 162 

E 1 63 

E 1 63 

E 164 

E 1 64 

E 165 

E 1 65 

E 166 

Name Locat ion 

M i l l e r ,  Bert Pocate l lo ,  I D  

McC l ure , James , Senator Was h i ngton , DC 

U . S .  Senate Wash ington , DC 

Cra i g ,  Larry , Congressman Was h i ngton , DC 

U . S .  House of Representat ives Was h i ngton , DC 

I daho , State of Bo i se ,  I D  

Jones , J i m ,  Attorney Genera l Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho State Senate Bo i se ,  I D  

R i sc h ,  James , State Senator Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho , State of Rexburg , I D  

R i cks , Mark , State Senator Rexburg , I D  

I daho , State of Bo i s e ,  I D  

Kennev i c k ,  Jac k ,  Representat i ve Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho , State of I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

4 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

B61 

5 

5 

7 

7 

B 

B 

9 

9 

1 0  

1 0  

1 1  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . B ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . B ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  

4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 9 . 2 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 3 B ,  5 . 1 . 4 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  5 . 2B . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  

5 . 29 . B7 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 6 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 1 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . B . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  

5 . B . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 6 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See McC l ure , James , Senator 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 1 2 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See Cra i g ,  Larry , Congressman 

See Jones , J im ,  Attorney Genera l 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . B ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

See R i sc h ,  James , State Senator 

1 . 1 ,  2 . B . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

See R i cks , Mark , State Senator 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 13 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 7 . 22 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  

5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  5 . 29 . 1 0B 

See Kennev i ck ,  Jack , Representat i ve 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3  

See Ryda l c h ,  Ann , State Senator 

Paqe Response

1

1



('"") 

...... 
w 

Order 

� 
E l66 

E 167 

E l 68 

E l 69 

E l 70 

E l 7 1  

E l 7 1  

E 1 72 

E 1 72 

E 1 73 

E l 73 

E 1 74 

E l 74 

E l 75 

Name Locat ion 

Ryda lch ,  Ann ,  State Senator I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Lucches i ,  Marsha and Robert Bo i se ,  I D  

S i lva , Karen L .  Bo i se ,  I D  

Jos lyn , A l v i n  W .  Mer i d i an ,  I D  

F i sher , Char les M .  Bo i s e ,  I D  

Dav i s ,  W .  Jackson Santa Cruz , CA 

Nuc lea r  Po l i cy Program Santa Cruz , CA 

Hawk i ns ,  James Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Department o f  Commerce Bo i se ,  I D  

Donovan , R i chard Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Department o f  Hea lth  & We l fare Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Department o f  Law Enforcement Bo i se ,  I D  

R ichardson , Mack Bo i se ,  I D  

Brosc i ous , Chuck Moscow , I D  

Vo 1 .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

1 1  

1 2  

1 3  

1 3  

14  

15  

15  

30 

30 

31 

31 

33 

33 

34 Sec t i on N umbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 85 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 1 0 ,  

6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 , 5 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 1 . 7 ,  5 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 . 13 ,  

5 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 1 . 1 5 ,  5 . 1 . 1 9 ,  5 . 1 . 21 ,  5 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 1 . 26 ,  5 . 1 . 2 7 ,  

5 . 1 . 3 1 , 5 . 1 . 39 ,  5 . 13 . 1 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 14 ,  

5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2  

See Dav i s ,  W .  Jackson 

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

See Hawk i n s ,  James 

3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 3 ,  5 . 1 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 9 . 4 ,  5 . 1 9 . 6 ,  5 . 23 . 25 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 6 , 5 . 3 1 . 7  

See Donovan , R i chard 

See R i chardson , Mack 

5 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 1 08 

2 . 7 . 4 ,  3 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  3 . 2 . 30 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 . 20 ,  5 . 1 . 22 ,  5 . 1 . 2 7 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 6 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 5, 

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 6 , 5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  5 . 14 . 2 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 5 ,  

5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 33 ,  

5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 29 . 49 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 29 . 68 ,  5 . 29 . 89 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 5  

5 . 30 . 1 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 6 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 4 ,  

Page

13

13

Response

33

33

34 Section Numbers

1.1, 3.2.2, 5.27.7.3, 5.27.9.2, 5.27.12.2, 5.27.12.5

1.1, 4.14, 4.15.2, 6.1.2

1.1, 4.15.5, 5.27.7.3, 5.29.85, 5.30.2.5, 6.1.2, 6.1.10,

6.2

1.1, 5.12.1, 6.1.2



n 

I--' 
-+=-

Order 
E l 7 5  

E 1 75 

E l 76  

E 1 7 6  

E l 7 7  

E l 7 7  

E l 7 8  

E l 7 8  

E l 79 

E l 79 

E l80 

E l80 

E l8 1  

Name Locat i on 

Brosc ious , Chuck 
Moscow , 1 0  

I daho Organ i za t i on for Nuc lear Safety Moscow , 1 0  

Casey , Gregory 
Bo i se ,  1 0  

I daho Assoc i at i on o f  Commerce and I ndustry Bo i se ,  1 0  

I daho AFL-C IO  
Bo ise ,  1 0  

Kern s ,  James E 
Bo i se ,  1 0  

Esc hen , Thomas B .  
Bo i se , 1 0  

I daho Hea l t h  Prof . for Soc i a l  Respons i b i l i ty Bo i se ,  1 0  

Aud i n , L i ndsay 
Oss i n i ng ,  NY 

P l uton i um Cha l lenge Coa l i t i on Oss i n i ng ,  NY  

Bauman , Mar i lyn 
Ca ldwe 1 1 ,  1 0  

Church Women Un i ted 
Ca 1 dwe 1 1 ,  1 0  

Snake R i ver A l i ance 
Bo i se ,  1 0  

Vo 1 .  
5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

34 

34 

39 

39 

4 1  

41  

43 

43 

43 

43 

55 

55 

6 1  Sec t i on N umbers 

5 . 30 . 4 . 8 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 15 ,  

5 . 3 1 . 2 ,  5 . 3 1 . 9 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 5  

See Brosc iou s ,  Chuck 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 3 2 ,  5 . 29 . 108 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See Casey , Gregory 

See Kerns , James E 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 6  

Reference 

See Eschen , Thomas B .  

3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 32 ,  5 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 1 2 ,  5 . 29 . 18 ,  5 . 29 . 25 ,  5 . 29 . 27 ,  

5 . 29 . 28 ,  5 . 29 . 33 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  5 . 29 . 35 ,  5 . 29 . 38 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 42 , 5 . 29 . 43 ,  5 . 29 . 44 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 46 , 5 . 29 . 49 ,  

5 . 29 . 52 ,  5 . 29 . 53 ,  5 . 29 . 54 ,  5 . 29 . 58 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  

5 . 2 9 . 72 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 74 ,  5 . 29 . 76 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 ,  5 . 29 . 89 , 

5 . 29 . 103 , 5 . 29 . 1 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

See Aud i n ,  L i ndsay 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 1 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 7 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 2 . 24 ,  3 . 2 . 25 ,  

3 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 19 . 4 ,  5 . 19 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 29 . 48 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  5 . 29 . 97 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  5 . 3 1 . 9 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 6  

See Bauman , Mar i lyn 

See W i l son , Monte 

No.
Paqe Response

5 34

5.30.4.8, 5.30.4.11, 5.30.4.14,

5.31.2, 5.31.9, 6.3, 6.4.5

5.30.5.11, 5.30.5.15,

E176
5 39

[176
5 39

5

5 1.1, 5.24.21, 5.24.23, 5.27.7.3, 5.27.11.3, 5.27.12.6

5 43

5

E179
5 43

5 43

5 55 1.1, 2.7.8, 3.1.5, 3.2.2, 3.2.17, 3.2.
18, 3.2.24, 3.2.25,

3.6.1, 5.2.14, 5.7.8, 5.12.1, 5.19.4, 
5.19.6, 5.24.14,

5.29.41, 5.29.48, 5.29.95, 5.29.97, 5.
30.3.6, 5.30.4.12,

5.30.4.14, 5.31.9, 5.31.10, 6.2, 6.3
, 6.5.1, 6.5.2, 6.5.3,

5 55

5

34



n 

....... 
U1 

Order 

No .  

E 18 1  

E 182 

E 183 

E 184 

E 185 

E 186 

E 187 

E 188 

E 189 

E 190  

E 1 9 1  

E 192  

E 1 93 

E 194 

E 1 95  

E 196 

E 1 97  

Name 

W i l son , Monte 

Le i r ,  Kerm i t  

Math ias , Matthew C .  

Montgomery , Pau l 

Jone s ,  V i rg i l Lee 

Corke , Patr i c i a  

Stauts , Robert 

Starkey , G lenn 

Burk ho lder,  Agnes 

Russe l l ,  She l ley 

Braz i l ,  Dee 

P l att , R i chard 

Newcomer , Robert and Em i ly 

Hausrath , Anne S i tes 

Ba l s ley,  Rona ld 

Haude r ,  Larry 

K i rg i s ,  Ga i 1 

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Nampa , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Nampa , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D 

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

61  

71  

72  

73 

73 

74 

75  

76 

77  

77 

78 

79 

79 

80 

80 

8 1  

83 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 1 . 3 2 , 5 . 8 . 6 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 2 , 5 . 1 0 . 6 , 5 . 1 0 . 7 , 5 . 1 0 . 8 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 9 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 0 . 20 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 1  

1 . 1 .  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 4 , 5 . 24 . 2 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

1 .  1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 2 9 . 80 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 .  6 . 1 .  2 ,  

6 . 1 . 1 0 

1 . 1 , 2 . 3 , 2 . 7 . 10 , 5 . 10 . 1 , 5 . 1 0 . 3 , 5 . 29 . 92 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 . 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2  

2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 3 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  

Vo 1 . Page Response

73

75

77

79



n 
I 

....... 
O'l 

Order 

No . 

E 197  

E 198 

E 199 

E200 

E201 

E202 

E203 

E204 

E205 

E206 

E207 

E208 

E209 

E210  

E21 1  

E 2 12  

E213  

Name 
K i rg i s ,  Ga i l  

Hansen , Dorothy 

Carter , Jerry 

McMurtr i e ,  Mary 

Lew i s ,  Suzanne 

Bartho lomew , Rory 

Tob i as ,  Ne l le 

Neff , Steve 

Neff , R ick i e  

Nebe l s ick-Carter , Becky 

Brewer , T i m  

Odmark , Jean 

Hesse l bart h ,  Woody 

A i rhart , Dav i d  

Durb i n ,  E la i ne 

Cram, O l e  

DeFogg i ,  V i rg i n i a  

Locat ion 

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Eag l e ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Nampa , I O  

McCa 1 1 ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I O  

McCa 1 1 ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Bo i se ,  I O  

Va l .  

5 

5 

5' 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

83 

84 

84 

85 

86 

87 

87 

88 

90 

95 

96 

97 

97 

98 

98 

99 

100 

Sect ion Numbers 

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 10 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

Poem 

1 .  1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 3  

1 . 1 . 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 15 . 1  

2 . 13 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 3 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 10 ,  6 . 1 . 3 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 14 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 0 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 2 . 7 ,  2 . 2 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 24 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 33 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 60 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 . 2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 6 

1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 13 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 5 . 27 . 1 . 4 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 , 6 . 3  

4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 5  

1 .  1 ,  4 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 4 ,  5 . 20 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1  

_. Paqe

84

87

97

97

Response



n 

I-' 
""-I 

Order 

.Ji£.:..... 
E214  

E215  

E216  

E217  

E2 18  

E2 19  

E220  

E221  

E222 

E223 

E224 

E225 

E226 

E227 

E228 

E228 

E229 

E229 

Name 
Dow , Barry 

Chase , Patsy 

Ronayne , D i ane 

Pyle , Barbara 

W i l l i amson , Darcy 

Mi 1 1 s ,  Dav i d  

Br i ggs , Car ly le  

S immonds , Dav i d  

Ostermi l l e r ,  Dan i e l  

McC l aran , Conn i e  

Osterm i l ler ,  L i sa 

Gudge l l ,  Raven 

McC laran , Don 

Nampa Chamber of Comm . , Reso lut i on 

Ada County C i t i zens for Peace and Just ice  

Ha l l ,  Pat r i c i a  

Bo i se P eace Qu i l t P roject 

McE l h i nney, Gwynne 

Locat ion 

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

Nampa , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i  se , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

1 00 

1 01 

1 0 1  

1 02 

1 02 

1 03 

1 03 

1 04 

1 04 

1 06 

1 07 

1 08 

1 08 

1 1 0  

1 10 

1 1 0  

1 1 2  

1 1 2  

Sect ion Numbers 

5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

1 .  1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 .  7 . 9 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 2 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 . 2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 7 , 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1  

See Ha 1 1 ,  Pat r i c  i a  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 , 4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

See McE l h i nney , Gwynne 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 15 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 13 ,  

Vol . Page Response



n 

(1) 

Order 

N o .  

E 229 

E230 

E231 

E231 

E232 

E233 

E234 

E235 

E236 

E237 

E 238 

E239 

Name Loca t i on 

McE l h i nney, Gwynne Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se Peace Qu i l t Project Bo i se ,  I D  

Coon , Magg i e  Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Conserva t i on League Bo i se ,  J D  

Rosentreter , Roger Bo i se ,  I D  

Sutton , Robert B .  Bo i se ,  J D  

Montgomery , Pau l Nampa , I D  

Koger , Robert Nampa , I D  

Kre i der , C .  Fuj i  LaGrande , OR 

Skoro , Char les  Bo i se ,  I D  

Con l ey ,  Pame la  Bo i se ,  JD  

No I t ,  Leonard Bo i s e ,  J D  

Vo 1 .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

1 1 2  

1 14 

1 1 5  

1 1 5  

1 1 7  

125 

125 

126 

127  

148 

150 

150 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 80 , 5 . 29 . 104 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

p i cture of Qu i l t ,  See Bo i se Peace Qu i l t Pro , 

2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 .  I ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

See Coon , Magg i e  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 8 ,  5 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 6 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22  

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 . 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 6 ,  2 . 13 . 7 ,  3 . 2 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  

4 . 9 . 3 , 4 . 13 , 4 . 14 , 4 . 15 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 4 1 , 5 . 7 . 1 .  5 . 7 . 6 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  

5 . 7 . 10 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 1 7 ,  5 . 24 . 2 2 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 26 . 2 ,  
5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 23 ,  5 . 29 . 27 ,  5 . 29 . 42 , 

5 . 29 . 55 ,  5 . 29 . 60 ,  5 . 29 . 6 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 29 . 6 6 ,  

5 . 29 . 7 1 ,  5 . 29 . 74 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 29 . 90 ,  

5 . 29 . 9 1 .  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 29 . 97 ,  5 . 29 . 101 . 5 . 29 . 106 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 7 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 1 . 39 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 . 43 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 6 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 17 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response



n 

...... 
1.0 

Order 

� 
E240 

E241  

E242 

E 243 

E 244 

E245 

E246 

E 247  

E 248 

E249 

E250 

E251  

B la i n ,  M ichae l J .  

Wardwe l l ,  Ed  

Keener ,  Margaret 

Carpenter,  Rocky 

Doug las , Dav i d  

Sto lz ,  Randy 

B jornsen , Robert l i nd 

Teater ,  T imothy 

Ecc les , E lo i se Ann 

DuFosse ,  Bryan 

C l i fford , Kev i n  

Jones , M i chae l R .  

E252  Ost rogorsky, He len 

E253 Park i n ,  Kate 

Name locat i on 
Bo i se ,  1D  

Bo i s e ,  1 D  

Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bo i s e  1 D  

Bo i s e ,  1 D  

Va l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

1 5 1  

1 56 

157  

1 58 

1 59 

1 60 

1 6 1  

1 62 

1 63 

1 63 

1 64 

1 66 

1 68 

1 68 Sect i on Numbers 

2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 13 . 5 , 5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 5 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 3 ,  5 . 13 . 4 ,  5 . 13 . 5 ,  5 . 13 . 6 ,  5 . 13 . 8 ,  5 . 13 . 1 2 ,  5 . 13 . 1 7 ,  5 . 13 . 19 ,  5 . 20 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 3 ,  5 . 2 0 . 9 ,  5 . 23 . 5 , 5 . 23 . 1 7 ,  5 . 23 . 18 ,  5 . 23 . 21 , 5 . 23 . 26 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 8 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 26 ,  3 . 2 . 2 7 ,  3 . 4 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  

4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  

5 . 29 . 80 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 29 . 86 , 5 . 29 . 88 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 13 . 3 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 3 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 10 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  

5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 29 . 1 09 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 21 ,  5 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 1 . 25 ,  5 . 1 . 34 ,  5 . 1 . 44 , 5 . 24 . 27 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  

6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 4 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 . 30 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 6 ,  5 . 1 3 . 18 ,  

5 . 2 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 28 . 8 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 4 

1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

No. Name
1219.t ResponseE240

2.1.2, 2.4, 2.13.5, 5.6.1, 5.6.5, 5.13.1, 5.13.3, 5.13.4,
5.13.5, 5.13.6, 5.13.8, 5.13.12, 5.13.17, 5.13.19, 5.20.1,
5.20.3, 5.20.9, 5.23.5, 5.23.17, 5.23.18, 5.23.21, 5.23.26,
5.30.1.5, 5.30.1.8

E241
5

5 157

E243
5

E244
5

E245
5

5

E247
5 162

5 163

E249
5

E250
5 164

[251
5

E252
5

E253
5

151



n 
I 

N 
o 

Order 

� Name 

E254 Cas ler ,  Sa l ly 

E255 Torf , Mark 

E256 Van Va l kenburgh , Jack 

E257 Le i sk ,  A lan 

E258 S a l i ,  Gregory 

E259 McG l i nsky,  A lfred M .  

E260 Read , He i d i  

E261 East l ake , Susan 

E262 Campbe l l ,  Robert 

E263 Evans-Campbe l l ,  Athena 

E264 Wr i ght , Eugene B .  

E265 Ne i l son , Lei l a  

E266 Sch iff ler ,  O i ane 

E267 N i cho l son , Esther A. and R .  L .  

E268 Ne l son , Wanda 

E269 Morr i son , M iche l l e  

Locat ion 

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i s e ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i s e ,  1 0  

Bo i s e ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  1 0  

Bo i se ,  1 0  

Va l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

169 

170  

173 

174 

175 

185 

186 

188 

188 

189 

190 

191 

191 

192 

192 

193 Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

5 . 18 . 2 ,  5 . 18 . 5 ,  5 . 2 1 . 2 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 6 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 7 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 9 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 6 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 19 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 2 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 25 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 13 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 14 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 6 ,  2 . 13 . 1 7 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  5 . 26 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 10 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  

5 . 27 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 3 , 5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 , 5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 28 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 4 ,  

6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

1 . 1 .  5 . 20 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 10 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 2 , 5 . 29 . 32 , 

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 42 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 4 

Order

No.

E255

E256

E257

E258

E259

E261

E262

Page

169

5

5

5

5

5 185

5

5

5

5 189

5

5

Response



n 
, 

N 
...... 

Order 

� 
E270 

E271 

E272 

E273 

E273 

E274 

E274 

E275 

E275 

E276 

E277  

E277  

E278 

E279 

Name Locat i on 

Hoffman , R i ta  Se l lers Mtn . Home , I D  

Carpente r ,  Lynne Mtn . Home , 1 0  

L arsen , Sand i Skott Mtn . Home, I D  

L i eder , Ruth,  Mayor Sun Va l ley, I D  

S u n  Va l l ey ,  C i ty of Sun Va l ley, I D  

Ketchum , C i ty of Ketchum , I D  

Young , Lawrence,  Mayor Ketchum , I D  

M i  l l e r ,  Jack Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  Chamber o f  Commerce Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Moorma n ,  Mark Bur l ey ,  I D  

Cates , Garth Bo i se , I D  

Nat i on a l  E lect r i c a l  Contractors Assoc iat i on Bo i se , I D  

Stoke , Jonathan Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Harmon , J .  Frank Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

194 

195 

196 

197 

197 

199 

199 

200 

200 

201 

201 

201 

202 

2 1 2  

Sect i on Numbers 

3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 1  

See L i eder , Ruth , Mayor 

See Young , Lawrence,  Mayor 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 .  1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 .  1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

See M i l l e r ,  Jack 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 , 3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See Cates , Garth 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 1 1 . 3 ,  2 . 1 1 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 1 . 4 7 ,  

5 . 6 . 1 , 5 . 6 . 5 , 5 . 6 . 7 , 5 . 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 7 . 13 , 5 . 7 . 1 7 , 5 . 8 . 1 7 , 5 . 9 . 1 .  

5 . 10 . 1 , 5 . 10 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 8 , 5 . 1 0 . 1 5 , 5 . 1 4 . 1 , 5 . 1 6 . 1 .  5 . 1 7 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 7 . 3 ,  5 . 20 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 6 ,  5 . 23 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 23 . 5 ,  

5 . 23 . 13 ,  5 . 23 . 1 7 ,  5 . 23 . 19 ,  5 . 24 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 2 ,  

5 . 28 . 8 , 5 . 29 . 40 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 3 1 . 19 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

Paqe Response



Order 

� Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sec t i on Numbers 
E 280 France , E rnest Jerome , I D  5 213  1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 5 

E281 Ruprecht , Fam i ly Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  5 214  1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

E282 Londer , Brenda Larsen Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  5 2 15  1 . 1  

E283 Perry ,  A l v i n  L .  B l ackfoot , I D  5 2 1 6  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

E284 Perry ,  A i l ene G .  B lackfoot , I D  5 2 1 6  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 9  

E285 Josephy , Me l i s sa Ha i ley,  I D  5 2 1 7  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 , 6 . 3  

E286 Ma l lory ,  B i l l  and Rose Hai ley, I D  5 2 1 7  1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

E287 Berntha l ,  E .  J .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  5 2 18  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 , 3 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  

n 4 . 15 . 2 ,  5 . 10 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  
I 

N 
N 

E288 Stennett ,  Cl i nt  Ha  i l ey ,  I D  5 2 19  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

E289 Wa lker ,  Ben and Mar i lyn Be l l evue , I D  5 220 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

E290 Fre i tas , Frank I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 22 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

E291  Amr i t ,  Fam i ly  Ketchum , I D  5 222 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

E292 Lafey ,  Kev i n  H a i  ley,  I D  5 223 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 3  

E293 Lever ,  Thane Ketchum , I D 5 223 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 2  

E294 W i ethorn , Ju l i e  Ha i ley ,  I D  5 224 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 13 . 1 7 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

E295 Bates , Da le  Ketchum , I D  5 226 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 25 

E296 N e i l l ,  DeW i tt T .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 227 1 .  1 ,  2 . 1 .  1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 97 , 6 . 1 .  2 ,  6 . 2  

E297 Mcla i n ,  E l a i ne Be l levue , I D  5 228 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

Page Response



Order 

� Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect ion Numbers 
E298 Be l l evue C i t izens Be l levue , I D 5 228 1 . 1 ,  � . 3  

E298 Be l l evue , I daho Res idents Be l levue , I D  5 228 See Be l levue C i t izens , 

E299 Huston , Joan Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  5 229 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

E300 G i lmour ,  Br idget Wood R i ver Va l ley , I D  5 229 3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

E301 Eaton , Mardo Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  5 230 1 . 1  

E302 Mahr , Mon i ca Sun Va l ley , I D  5 230 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 1 5 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

E303 P letcher , Johnna and De l Ketchum , I D  5 234 1 . 1  

n 
I E304 Gabr i nett i ,  Tom Ketchum , I D  5 235 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 9 . 85 ,  6 . 1 . 2  r0 

w 

E305 Moffett , Ed Ketchum , I D  5 235 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 3 . 6 , 5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

E306 Moffett , Jenn i fer Ketchum , I D  5 238 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 6 . 5 ,  5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  5 . 29 . 81 , 

5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

E307 Sp i l ler ,  Lynn , Ker i , and Jeff 5 240 1 . 1  

E308 Greathous e ,  Lowe l l  F i l er ,  I D  5 240 1 . 1 , 4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 92 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

E309 Fa l l owf i e l d ,  Susan Rutt Ketchum , I D  5 241 1 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

E3 10  Hedge , Dav id  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  5 242 1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 . 4 0 ,  5 . 2 . 10 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 99 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

E 3 1 1  Green , Sy l v i a  Ha i l ey ,  I D  5 242 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Paqe Response

234



("") 
I 

N 
..,. 

Order 

� 
E312  

E313  

E314  

E315  

E316  

E3 17  

E318  

E3 19  

E320 

E321  

E322  

E323 

E324 

E325 

E326 

E327 

E328 

E329 

Laverty , Den i se 

Ha 1 1 ,  R i ck 

Edgers , Debb i e  

K i ncannon , L i nn 

G l accum , E l len 

Kocheuff , Faye L .  

Hosk i n s ,  George 

Hosk i n s ,  Br i dgette 

Machacek , Cheryl 

Machacek , Naedene 

Pearson , Brad 

Wh i te ,  Terry 

I vory , Don B .  

Marve l ,  Jonathan 

McG i n l ey ,  Kath l een 

Long , Darre l l  G .  

Bergstrom , Gene 

W i l son , A l bert E .  

Name Locat ion 

Sa lmon , 1 0  

Tw in  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Sun Va l ley , 1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Buh l , 1 0  

Buh l , 1 0  

Buh l , 1 0  

Buh l , 1 0  

Tw in  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Mer i d i an ,  1 0  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

B e  l l evue , 1 0  

She l l ey ,  1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Pocate l l o ,  1 0  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

243 

245 

245 

246 

246 

247 

248 

248 

249 

250 

250 

251 

251 

253 

254 

255 

256 

257 

Sec t i on Numbers 

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 10 . 2 , 4 . 14 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 , 5 . 27 . 10 , 5 . 2 9 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 , 5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 4 ,  

6 . 1 .  2 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 36 

4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 1 . 4 

4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 14 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 42 

1 . 1  

5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1 

4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 1 .  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 

Paqe Response



n 
I 

N 
(J"I 

Order 

� 
E330 

E331 

E332 

E333 

E333 

E334 

E335 

E336 

E337 

E338 

E339 

E340 

E341 

E342 

E343 

Name 
Lev i n skas , Dav i d  

Munter , Andy 

Stevenson , John 

Keresty , Laura 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  

Lufk i n ,  E l i se 

Freun d ,  Robb i e  A .  

Barge , Levy " and Oswa l t ,  Karen 

Karban , D i ane 

Stevenson , E l i zabeth 

Th i ede , C i ndy 

Backstatter , Stuart 

Jones , Mary 

Hedge , Anne L .  

Wh i t i n g ,  Lee 

Locat ion 

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Ketchum , I D  

Gannet t ,  I D  

Wash i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Bel l evue , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ha i ley , I D  

Ketchum, I D  

Sun Va l ley,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

258 

259 

260 

260 

260 

263 

263 

264 

264 

265 

265 

266 

267 

267 

269 

Sect i on Numbers 
2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 59 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 4 . 28 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 31 . 1 6 

See Kersty , Laura 

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 10 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  
5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 1 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 4 ,  2 . 2 . 1 2 ,  2 . 8 . 6 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 ,  

5 . 27 . 10 , 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 13 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  

6 . 4 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 13 ,  

6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response



n 

N 
O'l 

Order 

� 
E344 

E345 

E346 

E347 

E348 

E349 

E350 

E351 

E352 

E353 

E354 

E355 

E355 

E356 

E356 

E357 

Name 

Hard i ng ,  Andrew 

Burks , D i ane 

Ward , Mary Ann 

L ucere , Judd 

W i dene r ,  Judy 

Ph i l l i ps ,  Kay 

Vork , Jack i e  E .  

M i l l e r ,  M .  De l l  

Rande l l ,  J u l i e  

Ph i l l i ps ,  G l enn A .  

Be l l em ,  C larence 

Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

Snake R i ver A l l i ance 

G loba l Env i ronmenta l Project I nst i tute 

Hawkes , Jud i th 

Comm ittee for Idaho ' s  H i gh Desert 

Locat i on 

Ketchum , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

S u n  V a  l ley , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Ketchum, I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

K imber ly, I D  

Arco , I D  

Rupert , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum, I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum, I D  

P i cabo , I D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

270 

270 

27 1  

272  

273 

273 

274 

274 

276 

277  

278  

280 

280 

282 

282 

284 

Sect i on Numbers 

4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 9 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 12 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 20 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 8 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  6 . 1 . 1 1 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 32  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 2 . 1 7 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 9 ,  2 . 8 . 1 0 ,  2 . 8 . 1 2 ,  

2 . 8 . 13 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 6 ,  6 . 3  

See Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

See Hawkes , Jud i th  

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 3 8 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  

5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 56 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

See O ' Crowley ,  Janet 

Page Response

273

273



n 

N 
'-J 

Order 

N o .  

E357 

E358 

E359 

E360 

E361 

E362 

E363 

E364 

E365 

E366 

E367 

E368 

E369 

E370 

E37 1 

E372 

Name Locat i on 

O ' Crow l ey ,  Janet P i cabo , 1 0  

R i v i era , Ho l ly P i cabo , 1 0  

McNev i n ,  Tony E .  Jerome , 1 0  

Von L i ndern , I an Moscow , 1 0  

Marsha l l , Quay Ha i l ey ,  1 0  

Kuhn , Faye Ha i l ey ,  1 0  

Su l l  i van , M i ke Ha i ley , 1 0  

We l l s ,  Matthew Ha i l ey ,  1 0  

Cob l e ,  Daphne Ha i ley , 1 0  

Te i tge , Thomas Ha i l ey ,  1 0  

Co l e ,  Chr i st i ne Sun Va l l ey , 1 0  

Meye r ,  R i chard S .  Sun Va l l ey ,  1 0  

Lagergren , Ken Ha i l ey ,  1 0  

B l a i r ,  Magg i e  Ketchum , 1 0  

'.I i l son , Cara 

'.I i l son , John Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

284 

285 

286 

287 

350 

350 

351 

352 

352 

353 

353 

354 

355 

355 

356 

356 

Sect i on Numbers 

2 . 1 . 1 ;  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1  

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 3 ,  2 . 1 3 . 10 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 4 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 4 ,  5 . 3 1 . 8 ,  

6 . 1 . 1 2 

4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 6 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 6 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 , 5 . 27 . 3 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 97 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

4 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Page Response

350



n 
I 

N 
CO 

Order 

� 
E373 

E374 

E375 

E376 

E377 

E378 

E379 

E380 

E381 

E382 

E383 

E384 

E385 

E386 

E387 

E388 

E389 

Name 

Massoth ,  Harry 

Lagergren , G i nna 

O ' Connor ,  K .  J .  

O ' Connor ,  John C .  

Ne i l son , Martha Woodwe l l  

Hopp l e ,  W .  B .  and Ho l ly 

Graham , Caro lyn 

Schroede r ,  O i anne 

V i ncent , Bonn i e  

Garman , Steven P .  

Drown , Teresa 

Person s ,  Lew i s  

Rodman , J u  1 i e 

Nycum, John 

S hoka l ,  Edward C .  

Rande l l ,  Ju l i e  and Robert 

Pet i t i ons , B l a i ne County Res i dents 

Loca t i on 

Buh l , I D  

Ha i ley, I D  

Buh 1 ,  I D  

Buh l , I D  

Rupert , 1 0  

Buh l ,  1 0  

Ketchum, I D  

Twi n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Ketchum, I D  

Be 1 1  evue , I D 

Ketchum , I D  

Hagerman , I D 

K imber ly ,  I D  

B la i ne County I D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

357 

358 

359 

359 

360 

360 

361 

361 

362 

362 

363 

363 

364 

364 

366 

369 

370 

Sec t i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 15 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 , 3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 0 ,  5 . 1 . 4 0 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 6 . 4 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1  

2 . 2 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  6 . 3  

. Paqe Response



n 
I 

N 
1.0 

Order 

� 
E390 

E391  

E392  

E393 

E394 

E395 

E396 

E397 

E398 

E399 

E400 

E401  

E402 

E403 

E404 

E405 

Name Loca t i on 

Chand ler ,  Asa Ketchum , I D  

F lood , Kat i e  and John P icabo , 1 0  

Ten I nd i v idua l s  from P icabo P icabo , 1 0  

H igg i nbotham, Jan Ketchum, 1 0  

N i ne Concerned C i t i zens Mud Lake , 1 0  

B lanchard , Tom Be l levue , I D  

Tunno , Mark Ketchum , 1 0  

Branch , Tom Bur ley ,  1 0  

Branch ,  Mary Pat Burley,  1 0  

Ah l berg ,  Jerry I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  1 0  

Man i ok i a n ,  Les l ie J .  Ketchum , 1 0  

Gore , Jonathan Ketchum , 1 0  

Shockey , Car l a  Bur ley ,  1 0  

B lunt , Andrew Ha i ley , 1 0  

Conrod,  E l i zabeth Ketchum , 1 0  

Pascha l l ,  L i za Sun Va 1 1 ey , I D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

372  

374  

375  

376  

377  

377  

378 

378 

380 

381 

382 

382 

383 

383 

385 

385 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 85 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 4 6 ,  5 . 7 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 8 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 13 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 5 , 6 . 1 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 7 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 . 4 0 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 09 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 7 ,  5 . 28 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 4 5 ,  5 . l3 . 1 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . l3 . 1 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 4 5 ,  5 . 22 . 6 , 5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 5 ,  

5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 

pagt  Response

374



Order 

� Name Locat i on Vo 1 .  Sect i on Numbers 
E406 L arkey , Char l es Ketchum , I D  5 386 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  6 . 2  

E407 Hangg i , Pat Ketchum , I D  5 386 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 32 ,  5 . 1 . 40 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

E408 Hansom , V i rg i n i a  Ha i l ey,  I D  5 387 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

E409 Landon , Jan i ce L .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 388 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 , 5 . 19 . 4 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 1 

E4 10  Ne i l son , Curt i s  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  5 389 1 . 1 .  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 10 . 8 ,  5 . 1 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 9 . 87 ,  5 . 29 . 107 , 

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 5  

E4 1 1 Reed , James and Lea Ha i ley, I D  5 390 1 . 1  

E4 12  Laverty , Kent Ha i ley, I D  5 391  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 23 . 19 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 68 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 9 
n 

I 
(.oJ E413 Pemberton , Anne Ha i l ey ,  I D  5 391  1 . 1 ,  4 . 6 ,  5 . 2 . 15 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  
0 

E414 Chubb , Mary Ann Ketchum , I D  5 392 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3  

E4 15  Beechert , A l i son Ha i ley, I D  5 393 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2  

E 4 1 6  Manhe im ,  Bruce S .  Sun Va l l ey, I D  5 393 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  

5 . 27 . 10 

E4 17  Donne l ly ,  Denn i s  O .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  5 394 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 1 . 9 ,  2 . 13 . 4 ,  5 . 8 . 7 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 1 7 ,  5 . 10 . 2 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 18 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

E418  Schwake ,  Suzanne S imon Ketchum , I D  5 395 1 . 1  

E419  Augustus , Janet Sun Va l ley, I D  5 396 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

E420 Stone , Lynne Ketchum , I D  5 396 1 . 1  

E421  Vanderb i l t ,  Ann S .  Ketchum ,  I D  5 397 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

_ Paqe Response

393

394



n 

w 
........ 

Order 

� 
E422 

E423 

E424 

E425 

E426 

E427 

E428 

E429 

E430 

E431 

E432 

E433 

E434 

E435 

E43.6 

E437 

E438 

Name 

Augustus , Bruce 

Sta l l ard , Lyn L .  

T i erney , Wanda 

Hunter , Ed 

Fow l e r ,  Ron 

Beemer ,  Terry L .  

Murphey , Suzanne 

V l ad i m i roff , John 

Sta l l ard ,  Jack 

Turz i an ,  Jan and M i chae l 

Anderson , Cand i ce 

F l owers , Jeanne 

G l as scock , V i rg i n i a  and Dan i e l  

Burn s ,  Robert 

G i bson , D i ane P .  

Combe , Robert 

Cook , W i l l i am V .  

Locat i on 

Sun Va l ley,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ha i l ey, I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Cast leford , I D 

Ketchum, I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Sun Va l ley,  I D  

Ketchum ,  I D  

Ketchum ,  I D  

P i cabo , I D  

Ketchum ,  I D  

Ketchum ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ketchum, I D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

398 

398 

399 

400 

401 

401 

402 

403 

404 

404 

405 

406 

406 

407 

408 

408 

409 

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1 , '3 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  

6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  5 . 1 . 30 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 27 . 10 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 5 . 29 . 4 1 , 

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 , 6 . 2  

Page Response



\l 

W 
N 

Order 

� 
E439 

E440 

E441 

E442 

E443 

E444 

E445 

E446 

E447 

E448 

E449 

E450 

E451 

E452 

E453 

E454 

E455 

E456 

Name Locat i on 
Carney , Ph i l Ketchum , I D  

Day , Bob Sun Va l ley,  I D  

Heath , Judy Buh l , I D  

Bree n ,  M i ke Ha i ley , I D  

L e i m ,  Bruce , Dr . Ha i l ey ,  I D  

I sham , S .  Ketchum , I D  

Newman , He len Burley, I D  

Hondo , Caro lyn Bur ley , I D  

Be l son , Jan ice  Sun  Va  l ley , I D  

Gerhart , Joann S .  and  Ph i l i p A .  Ketchum ,  I D  

We l c h ,  Cheryl Hai l ey,  I D  

Zwe i fe 1 ,  Lynn Ketchum , I D  

Freund , Ga i l  Ketchum , I D  

Dav i s ,  M i che l e  Ketchum , I D  

P i otter , Kar l F .  Ketchum ,  I D  

Schne i de r ,  Betty H .  Ketchum , I D  

B i  l l e ,  Donna Ketchum ,  I D  

Jone s ,  Mary F i l e r ,  I D  

Vo 1 .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

409 

4 10  

410  

4 1 1  

412  

413  

414 

415  

415  

4 17  

4 18  

4 18  

419  

419  

420  

420 

421  

422  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 95 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 , 5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 20 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 37 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 13 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 4 . 27 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 2  

2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  5 . 29 . 68 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 12 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

2 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 5 ,  5 . 13 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Page

409

Response



n 
I 

(,oJ 
(,oJ 

Order 

No . 

E457 

E458 

E459 

E460 

E461 

E462 

E463 

E464 

E465 

E466 

E467 

E468 

E469 

E470 

E471 

E472 

E473 

Name Locat i on 

Pomeroy , C .  W .  Ketchum, 1 0  

S i emon , Mark Ketchum, I D  

G i bson , G lenda Bur ley, I D  

Norton , Nancy L .  

Beez l ey ,  Carr i e  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Beez ley,  Thomas R .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Thompson , Becky 

Woods , Cynth i a  Lou Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Bray , R i chard O .  Sun Va l ley , 1 0  

Green , Ron C .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Burwe l l ,  Mer l i n O .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Chr i stensen , Scott A .  

Jones , Mary and Steve Garden Va l ley, 1 0  

Sma 1 1 ,  W i  1 1  P i cabo , 1 0  

Qu i nn ,  B i  l ly Sun Va l ley , 1 0  

Chupa , Marge Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Terra , M i chae l Ketchum, 1 0  

Vo 1 .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

423 

425 

425 

426 

426 

427 

427 

428 

429 

429 

430 

431 

43 1 

432 

443 

443 

444 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 4 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1 3 

1 . 1 .  4 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 15 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 19 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 , 

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  

6 . 3  

3 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 22 ,  4 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 14 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

Paqe Response

425

429

443



n 
I 

W 
""" 

Order 

� 
E474 Wah l , Jack i e  

E475 Ashcom , Ken 

E476 Sm i t h ,  Ang i e  

E477 Bergerson , L i nda 

E478 Brown , M i chae l 

E479 Pomeroy , Tom 

Name 

E480 Macdon a l d-Steward , Margaret 

E481 Sa lonya , Ca l  

E482 Pau l ,  Tau l 

E483 Kn i ghton , R .  B .  

E484 Hammond ,  Waynette 

E485 Hammond ,  C .  E .  

E486 P i fe r ,  Larry E .  

E487 Bruha , George J .  

E488 Sm i th , L i sa 

E489 Dun lap , Pau l C .  

E490 Tay lor ,  Kenneth J .  

Locat i on 

Twi n Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ha i ley , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

F i rt h ,  I D  

More land , I D 

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

P i ngree , I D  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo 1 .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

445 

445 

446 

447 

448 

449 

450 

451 

451 

453 

453 

454 

454 

455 

455 

456 

456 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

6 . 5 . 2  

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 3 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 70 ,  5 . 29 . 92 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 .  1 ,  4 .  1 .  5 .  2 2  . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Paqe  Response

453

454

454

455

455



Order 

� Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

E491 Ba l lestero s ,  Lucy B .  B lackfoot , 1 0  5 457 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

E492 Osborn e ,  Morr i s  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  5 457 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

E493 McGee , Or . K. C .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  5 458 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

E494 McGee , Karen Pocate l lo ,  1 0  5 458 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

E495 Johnstone , J im B lackfoot , 1 0  5 459 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E496 Packham , Oean A .  B l ackfoot , I O  5 459 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

E497 Remer ,  C larence 5 460 1 . 1  

E498 Cagen , R ichard M .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  5 460 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

("") 
I 

E498 Pocate l lo Reg i ona l Med i c a l  Center See Cagen , R i chard M .  w Pocate l lo ,  1 0  5 460 
(JI 

E499 Hyde , W i l l i am I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  5 461 5 . 25 . 6  

E 500 Stopo l ,  R i chard Ha i l ey ,  I D  5 462 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 , 5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8  

E501 A iken County , South Caro l i na  A i ken , SC 5 462 See Sm i th ,  Garry R .  

E501 Sm i t h ,  Garry R .  A i ken , SC 5 462 Acknowledgement Rece i pt 

E502 A l ban , Susan Ketchum , I D  5 463 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

E503 Ber i e r ,  Bret Ketchum , I D  5 463 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 

E504 Rudd , Gera l d  R .  Bo i se ,  I D  5 464 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

E50.5 Ferguson , Char les  and Rosa l ie I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 5 464 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

E506 Hawker , M i l burn ,  Jr .  Montev iew,  I D  5 465 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

E 507 Raebe r ,  H i l degard Ketchum ,  I D  5 465 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

Paqe

457

459

459

Response



n 
I 

W 
O'l 

Order 

� 
E 508 

E509 

E510  

E 5 1 1 

E5 12  

E5 13  

E514  

E515  

E515  

E5 16  

E5 17  

E518  

E518 

E519 

E519 

E520 

E521 

Name 
Bart a ,  James L .  

Aschenbrenne r ,  Pau l 

Jang l ,  James F .  

Hayward , Myna 

Con 1 i n ,  Ron C .  

Wagner ,  John and Dary l 

Wh i te ,  James R .  

Hart , Ray 

I daho Fa l l s Schoo l D i st r i ct #91  

Paddock ,  B i  1 1  

Haddon , B i  1 1  D .  

Peck , Dav i d  A .  

Schoo l D i st r i ct 25  

A l b i n son , Betsy 

Nampa Chamber of Commerce 

Anderson , Cathy 

Conroy , R i chard A .  

Locat i on 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Coeur d ' A lene , I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Chubbuck , I D 

Bo i se , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  l D  

Cha 1 1  i s ,  I D 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Nampa , I D  

Nampa , l D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

McCammon , I D 

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

466 

467 

469 

470 

471 

472 

473 

474 

474 

475 

476 

478 

478 

480 

480 

481 

482 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 2 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 4 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 10 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 10 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 10 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

1 . 1  

4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 9 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 ,  3 . 2 . 28 ,  

5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6  

See Ha rt , Ray 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 0  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6  

See Peck , Dav i d  A .  

1 . 1  

See A l b i nson , Betsy 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  

Page Response

474

474

475



n 
I 

W 
...... 

Order 

� 
[52 1 

E522 

E523 

[524 

E525 

[526 

E527 

E528 

[529 

[529 

[530 

[531 

[532 

E533 

E534 

[535 

E 536 

[536 

Name 

Greater Pocate l lo Econom i c  Growth Counc i l  

Troutne r ,  Kathe r i ne H .  

Ca 1 1 ,  L loyd S .  

C l ayton , J .  E .  

Leonardson , Eve lyn K .  

O ' Br i en , Kathy 

Burnes ( Cepren ) ,  F r .  Sergus 

Duncan , Larry and Jera l d i ne 

Eastern I daho Counc i l  on I ndustry and Energy 

M i l le r ,  Roy , S r .  

Berr i ochoa , Randy 

E r i ckson , R i chard F .  

H i l l ,  Delor i s  G .  

R i gby , Mary Jayne 

Bjonberg , Fam i ly  

M i now, Thomas G .  

F i n l ayson , R i chard S .  

Pocate l lo ,  C i ty of 

Loca t i on 

McCarrmon , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Tw i n  Fal l s ,  I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

I daho Fal l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

482 

483 

483 

484 

484 

487 

488 

490 

491 

491 

492 

493 

494 

495 

495 

496 

496 

496 

Sect i on Numbers 

See Conroy , R i chard A .  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 13 

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 22 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

Poems 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

See M i l l er ,  Roy , S r .  

1 . 1 , 3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 , 4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

See F i n l ayson , R i chard S .  

E535

Vol . Page Response

495

495



Order 

� Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 
E 537 K i rkpatr i ck ,  Dorthy Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 5 497 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

E538 K i ss l er ,  L .  H .  Bo i s e ,  I D  5 497 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

E539 G lover , Sandy Bo i se ,  I D  5 498 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 83 , 5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 

E 540 Dav i d ,  Ra l ph M .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 498 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E541 Dav i d ,  An i ta I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 499 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E542 A l len , Lowe l l  R .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 499 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2  

E543 McHugh , John W .  Coeur d ' A lene , I D  5 500 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 .  1 

E 544 Car l son , L .  Ray B lackfoot , I D  5 500 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  
n 

, 
w E 545 Beas ley,  Lawrence M .  B lackfoot , I D  5 501 1 . 1 .  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  
CO 

E546 Har b i son , John W .  B l ackfoot , I D  5 501 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

E546 I daho Power Co . B lackfoot , I D  5 501 See Harb i son , John W .  

E547 Baker , Kenneth and Heather Sun Va l ley , I D  5 502 1 . 1 .  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 10 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 , 5 . 29 . 97 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

E548 We l l s ,  Mary Atho l ,  I D  5 502 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 

E 549 Mo l l e r ,  Joan Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 503 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

E550 Hand , Dav i d  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 503 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

E551 Har r i son , Lex L .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 504 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E552 Bosen , Wenda l l  R .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 504 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E553 As l et t ,  Marv i n  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  5 505 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

Paqe

497

497

Response



Order 

� Name Locat ion Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

E554 Hon , W i l l  i am A .  Bo i s e ,  I D  5 505 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E555 K i rkpatr i ck , John R .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 506 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

E556 Hunter ,  Joe W .  Bo i se ,  I D  5 506 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

E557 Rowden , Conn i e  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 507 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

E558 Brown i n g ,  E l i zabeth I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 507 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

E559 Sm i t h ,  Ke i th H .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 508 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

E560 Hansen , V i rg i l D .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 508 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

E561  I kard,  Dorothy J .  B l ackfoot , I D  5 509 1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 

n 
I 

E562 Brudene l l ,  I ngr id  (Mrs . W i l l i am ) 5 509 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 6 . 2  w Bo i se ,  I D  
� 

E563 Jensen , Dw i ght Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 5 10  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 

E564 Hoga n ,  Mary Jane Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 5 10  1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

E565 Nea 1 ,  Ga ry R .  B lackfoot , I D  5 5 1 1  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E566 Hoffman ,  M i ke She l l ey ,  I D  5 5 1 1  1 . 1 , 4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

E567 Be i tz , Leonard F .  I nkom , I D  5 5 1 2  1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1  

E568 Halll1lOnd ,  Wendy B l ackfoot , I D  5 512  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E569 Shad l ey ,  Sue I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 5 13  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

E570 A l varez , Susan K .  Bo i se ,  I D  5 513  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 10 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

E571  B lack , V i o la Bur ley,  I D  5 514 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 

E572 We l lard,  A.  C lark Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 5 514 1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 2  

Rage Response



Order 

No . Name Locat ion Vo l .  Sect i on Number s  

E573 Woods , Jack R .  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 5 5 15  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

E574 Hanson , C l ayne A .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 5 15  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

E575 Purdy , L .  N .  P i cabo , I D  5 5 16  1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  6 . 4 . 1 

E576 Burwe l l ,  D i ck Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  5 5 16  1 . 1 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

E577 R igby , Robert L .  Soda Spr i ngs , I D  5 517  1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E 578  Pet i t i ons 5 5 1 7  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E579 H i l l ,  Beth Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 524 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

E580 Turvey , E l l en B lackfoot , 1 0  5 524 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

n 
I 

525 .po E581 Merre l l ,  Gerry I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  
C> 

E582 Merrel l ,  M i ckey Idaho Fa l l s ,  1 0  5 525 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

E 583 Turvey , Haro l d ,  J r .  B l ackfoot , I D  5 526 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E584 Satterf i e l d ,  H. Jack Pocate 1 10 ,  1 0  5 526 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 

E585 Speck , James P .  Ketchum , 1 0  5 527 1 . 1  

E586 Rob i nson , Joe Bo i se ,  1 0  5 527 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4  

E 587 Jenk i n s ,  Pau l Idaho Fa l ls ,  I D  5 528 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

E 588 Lan e ,  Robert J .  Bo i se ,  I D  5 528 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

E589 Park , Mah l on S .  Bo i se ,  1 0  5 529 1 . 1  

E590 H i l l ,  C .  E .  Bo i se ,  1 0  5 529 1 . 1 .  6 . 2  

E591  Dance , She l don I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 530 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Page Response



n 

� 
....... 

Order 

� 
E 592 

E 593 

E594 

E 595 

E 596 

E596 

E597 

E 597 

E598 

E599 

E600 

E 601 

E 602 

E603 

E604 

E605 

E 606 

Name Loca t i on 

C lark , Bever ly  I daho Fa  l l s ,  I D  

H igg i ns , Bert Bo i se ,  I D  

H i xon , Me l i ssa H .  Sun Va l ley , I D  

Whe l an ,  Raymond Ketchum , I D  

P i erce , Kenneth L .  Denver ,  CO 

U . S .  Dept . of the Inter i or Denver , CO 

Fa l coner , Mark Bo i se ,  I D  

Greater Boi se Area Chamber of Commerce Bo i se ,  I D  

Myers ,  E d i e  Bo i se ,  I D  

McCo 1 1  urn , Lyn Bo i se ,  I D  

Burges s ,  J .  Roger Bo i se ,  I D  

Hahn , R i chard Bo i se ,  I D  

Harker , Barbara Bo i s e ,  I D  

Harker ,  Dan Bo i se ,  I D  

Harms , John Bo i se ,  I D  

Ho I t ,  Jane Bo i se ,  I D  

M i  l l er ,  Beverly  Bo i se ,  I D  

Va l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

530 

531 

531 

532 

532 

532 

561 

561 

562 

562 

563 

564 

565 

566 

567 

568 

568 

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1  

5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 13  

See  P i erce , Kenneth L .  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 , 6 . 4 . 1  

See Fa lcone r ,  Mark 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 , 2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 29 . 6 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  

5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 13 . 1 5 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 , 5 . 29 . 33 ,  

5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 6 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 42 , 5 . 29 . 65 ,  5 . 29 . 1 07 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 8 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 , 2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Paqe Response



n 

..,. 
N 

Order 

N o .  

E607 

E608 

E609 

E6 10  

E6 1 1  

E6 12  

E613  

E614  

E6 15  

E6 16  

E6 1 7  

E618  

E619  

E620  

E621  

E622  

Name Locat i on 
Cosho , Janet Bo i se , 1 D  

Stra i t ,  Dorothy Bo i  se , 1 D  

Bennet t , V i rg i n i a  Bo i se , 1 D  

Gundersen , Lorra i ne Nampa , 1 D  

Heberge r ,  Roy Bo i se ,  I D  

N e l son , Mart i n  Bo i se ,  I D  

Moore , Pat r i ck Bo i se ,  1 D  

Bennett ,  George Bo i se ,  1 D  

Pat i no ,  Steve Bo i se ,  1 D  

Garv i n ,  Chuck Bo i se ,  1 D  

Hey lmun , Ga i 1 Bo i se ,  I D  

Emberton , Dav i d  Bo i se ,  I D  

R i koon , Robert and Debra Eag l e ,  1 D  

Brad l ey ,  K . , and Kobe , M .  Bo i se ,  1 D  

Foraker-Thompson , Jane Bo i se ,  1 D  

James , Robert C .  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

569 

569 

571  

57 1 

572 

574 

575 

575 

576 

576 

577 

580 

581 

581 

583 

586 

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

2 . 1 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 24 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 73 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 23 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 17 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 22 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 3 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 20 ,  5 . 13 . 9 ,  5 . 13 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 27 , 

5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 73 ,  5 . 29 . 1 07 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 13 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

1 . 1 .  3 . 5 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 33 ,  5 . 25 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 17 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 14 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  

5 . 27 . 6 . 7 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 4 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 17 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 30 

Paqe Response

574

577



n 
I 

..;:.. 
W 

Order 

� 
E623 

E624 

E625 

E626 

E627 

E628 

E629 

E630 

E631 

E632 

E633 

E634 

E 635 

E636 

E637 

E638 

E639 

Name 

Sm i th ,  E ugene Spencer 

Kobe , Edward 

Ha 1 1 ,  Denn i s 

Turne r ,  C la i re 

Voge l ,  Char les  

Jos lyn ,  A lv i n  W .  

Cooke , Kerry 

Gehrk e ,  Cra i g  

Barr i nger ,  John 

Cram , O l e  

Hayes , Roger 

Gu i les , Peggy 

Ha 1 1 ,  Da le O .  

Ham i l ton , Curt i s 

Spofford , Pau l i ne 

Scharf , Lee 

Brandt , E r i c  

Locat i on 

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se I D  

Bo i se I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Nampa , I D  

Mer i d i an ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se , I D  

Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  

Va l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

586 

589 

589 

590 

591 

591 

593 

594 

596 

596 

597 

598 

598 

599 

600 

601 

602 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 37 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 2 ,  5 . 8 . 2 ,  5 . 10 . 9 ,  5 . 10 . 10 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 . 4 . 9 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  4 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 1 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 13 . 9 ,  5 . 14 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 1 0 ,  5 . 23 . 22 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 0 ,  6 . 4 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 5 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  

5 . 23 . 16 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 55 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 3 , 3 . 4 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response

593



n 
I 

� 
� 

Order 

� 
E640 

E641  

E642 

E643 

E644 

E645 

E646 

E647 

E648 

E649 

E650 

E651 

E 652 

E 653 

E654 

E655 

E 656 

Name Locat i on 
Cornwa l l ,  Warren Bo i se ,  1 D  

Spofford , Cathy Bo i se ,  1 D  

McGrew , John and Jane Ha i ley , 1 D  

Carson , Laura Bo i se , 1 D  

K i se r ,  E l l i e Bo i se ,  1 D  

Yerr i ty ,  K . , and Castrov i l lo ,  P .  

Denn i s ,  L i sa Bo i se ,  1 D  

Brossman , Nancy Bo i se ,  1 D  

Merr i l l ,  Constance Y .  Bo i se , 1 D  

Merr i l l ,  Scott D .  Bo i se ,  1 D  

Skotte , Barbara Bo i se ,  1 D  

Thomson , Ab i ga i l  J .  Bo i se ,  1 D  

Tay lor , Jack L .  Bo i se ,  I D  

Wren , Kathy Bo i se ,  1 D  

Brown , Scott Bo i se ,  1 D  

Morr i s ,  Wayne Bo i se ,  1 D  

Crow , D i ane Bo i se ,  1 D  

Va 1 .  
5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

603 

603 

605 

605 

606 

606 

607 

607 

608 

609 

609 

6 10  

6 10  

613  

614  

6 16  

617  

Sect i on Numbers 

4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 2 4 . 27 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 4 , 5 . 29 . 87 , 6 . 2 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 9 6 ,  5 . 29 . 98 ,  

6 . 5 . 1  

4 . 13 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 49 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 0  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 20 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

5 . 1 . 43 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 3  

Paqe Response



n 
I 

.;:.. 
(J'l 

Order 

� 
E657 

E658 

E659 

E660 

E661 

E662 

E 663 

E664 

E665 

E666 

E667 

E668 

E669 

E670 

E671  

E672 

E673 

E674 

Kavanaugh,  Ken 

Ross , Jeanette 

Von A lten , Tom 

Jackson , Andrea 

Jones , Teresa 

Wr ight , R i chard 

McMun i ga l ,  Caro l 

D i an ,  J .  J .  

Jones , G lenn 

Hata b ,  Chr i st i ne 

Adm i re ,  Patr i c i a  

Kempe r ,  Don 

Kruskopf , Mark 

Carr i veau , Lor i 

Matzek , Betty 

Sev i er ,  D i ck 

Hoefnage l s ,  Cees 

Ga l i ndo , Va ler i e  

Name Locat ion 

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Eag l e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

618 

619 

619  

620 

620 

621 

621 

622 

622 

623 

624 

625 

626 

627 

627 

628 

629 

629 

Sect i on Numbers 

4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1  

2 . 1 2 . 5 , 3 . 4 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 6 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 , 6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 . 4 0 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 29 . 85 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 2 9 . 92 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 30 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 1 . 5 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 15 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 

Vol . Page Response



Order 

� Name Locat i on Va l .  Sect i on Numbers 

E674 Ga l i ndo , Va l er i e  Bo i se ,  I D  5 629 6 . 1 . 8 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

E675 Knapp , Jon Eag l e ,  I D  5 630 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 9  

E676 Boy l es ,  Jean Bo i se , I D  5 63 1 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  3 . 2 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  

3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 1 .  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 1 .  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 1 . 4 6 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 . 13 ,  

5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 22 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 40 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 55 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 3  

E677 B jornsen , Fr i tz Bo i se ,  I D  5 634 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 , 6 . 3  

n E678 Bernatas , Susan Bo i se ,  I D  5 635 1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 3  
I 

.+>0 
01 

E679 Wooten , Kat h i e  Bo i se ,  I D  5 637 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

E680 F l i n n ,  A l i c i a  Bo i se ,  I D  5 638 1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 4  

E681 Truman , Pat Bo i se ,  I D  5 638 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 10 

E682 Lundqu i st ,  Nathan Bo i se ,  I D  5 639 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 13 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 4 6 ,  5 . 29 . 97 

E683 T h i ebert , Deanna Bo i s e ,  I D  5 640 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 1 1  

E684 Luke , Mar i e  Bo i se ,  I D  5 64 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

E685 P i lotte , Dan Bo i se ,  I D  5 641 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

E686 Fease , James Bo i se ,  I D  5 642 1 . 1 .  6 . 5 . 5  

E687 Brockett , Jason Bo i se ,  I D  5 643 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 20 

E688 Car l son , Bette Bo i se ,  I D  5 643 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 12 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 10 

1±.._g_c.  Response



n 
I 

� 
� 

Order 

� 
E689 

E690 

E691 

E69 1  

E692 

E693 

E694 

E695 

E696  

E69 7  

E698 

E699 

E700 

E701 

E702 

Name Locat i on 

Byrom , John P .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B i rd ,  James M ichae l I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bonnev i l le County Repub l i can Women Idaho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Cartee , Bertha M .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

E l l e ,  Jean Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Howe 1 1 ,  Oenn i s Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Campbe l l ,  Bruce R i gby, 1 0  

R i tch i e ,  Stephen J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

St . C l a i r ,  Barbara M .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Goepe l ,  Dav i d  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

C lark , Robert B .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Brady , C l i ff Idaho Fa l l s , I D  

Park , Cha r les V .  I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  

Wor ley ,  Ta l I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Scott , Lynn R i gby, 1 0  

Va l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

644 

645 

646 

646 

647 

647 

648 

650 

651 

653 

654 

655 

656 

657 

658 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 15 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 4 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 6 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 95 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 ,  

6 . 4 . 1  

See Cartee,  Bertha M .  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 , 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  

5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 32 , 5 . 29 . 97 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 5 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 15 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 15 ,  2 . 13 . 8 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 10 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 

3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  3 . 4  

3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5 , 

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 4 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

Page Response



Order 

� Name Loca t i on Va l .  Sect i on Numbers 

E 703 Fa lconer ,  R .  Mark Bo i se ,  1 0  5 660 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 12 . 4 ,  6 . 4 . 1 

E 704 Conner ,  Br ian Bo i se ,  1 0  5 662 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

E 705 Ha l l ,  Gary R .  Bo i se ,  1 0  5· 663 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 10 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 3  

E706 Payton , Patty Bo i s e ,  1 0  5 664 1 . 1  

E707 Gi lchr i s t ,  Ho l ly Bo i se ,  1 0  5 664 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3  

E 708 Del i s io ,  Den i se Bo i s e ,  1 0  5 665 1 . 1  

E709 Hogan , Jeff Bo i se ,  1 0  5 665 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 5  

E 7 1 0  Ge i s ler ,  Tr i sh 5 666 1 . 1  

n 
, 

� E 7 1 1  Penz , Troy Bo i s e ,  1 0  5 666 1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 
CO 

E 7 1 2  Hast i ngs , Leanne Bo i se ,  I D  5 667 1 . 1 .  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 13 

E 7 13  Skoye , Heather Bo i se ,  10 5 667 1 . 1  

E 7 14  Wood , J i m  Bo i se ,  I D  5 668 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

E 7 1 5  P r i ce ,  B r i n d i  L .  Bo i se ,  I D  5 669 1 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 2  

E 7 1 6  Au ld , Brandy Bo i se ,  I D  5 669 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 3  

E 7 1 7  Hunter , Ed  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 670 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

E7 18  Tanner , John Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 671  2 . 2 . 1 3 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 28 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 32 

E 7 19  Park , Gary Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  5 671  1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 28 . 7 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

E720 E l l e ,  John Pocate l lo ,  I D  5 672 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8  

5 . 29 . 105 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 3  

_. Page

665

667

667

Response



("'") 

� 
\D 

Order 

� 
E 7 2 1  Carter , L i nda 

El22  Freeman , Lyle  

E l 23 W i egand , Gay l H .  

E724 Edge l y ,  Rona l d  L .  

E725  Day , N i ck 

E726 Proksa , Den n i s  J .  

E l27  Proksa , Jes s i ca Lynn 

El28 M i n sha 1 1 ,  Judy 

E729 W i  lbur , Dave L .  

El30 Lempk e ,  Chr i s  

E731  Fa l k i ngham , Suzanne 

E732 Fa l k i ngham , Dav id  W .  

E 733 Da l ton , W i l l i am J .  

E734 Anderson , Jack P .  

E735 F l e i schmann , Pame la 

El36 F l e i schmann ,  Gary 

Name Locat ion 

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

R igby , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I nkom , I D  

Rexburg , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  

Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

674 

676 

676 

677 

679 

680 

681 

681 

682 

684 

685 

685 

686 

686 

688 

689 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 

5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 , 4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 8 . 1 ,  5 . 18 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 28 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 1 . 5  

1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 7 , 2 . 1 1 . 1 ,  2 . 13 . 3 ,  3 . 6 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 . 20 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 . 3 . 2 . 2 , 3 . 4 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

Paqe Response



n 

(J'1 
c5 

Order 

E737 

E 73B 

E 739 

E740 

E741 

E742 

E 743 

E744 

E745 

E746 

E747 

E74B 

E749 

E750 

E751  

E752 

Name Locat i on 
Hogan , W i l l i am E .  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

W i nter , Chr i stopher T .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Gagner , Lee I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Rea l e ,  Carta Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Kaufmann , Theresa M .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Be l zer ,  Freder i ck F .  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Jayne , Jerry I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Asay , Larry B lackfoot , I D  

Lapi o l i ,  Max R i gby , I D  

Coate s ,  Nancy Pocate l lo ,  I D  

S ucher , Denn i s  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Watters , Dona l d  A .  She l l ey ,  I D  

Watters , Laur i e  She l l ey ,  I D  

Ses s i ons , Ron Ammon , I D  

Oakes , Ph i l i p I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

Wa l ters , Steven J .  B l ackfoot , I D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

690 

69 1 

691 

692 

695 

696 

696 

697 

699 

700 

701 

7 02 

704 

705 

706 

707 

Sec t i on N umbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . B ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 14 

1 . 1 , 2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 49 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 .42 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 6 ,  5 . 26 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 , 3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  

5 . 22 . 6  

1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 ,  

5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2B . 2 ,  5 . 2B . 7  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 10 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  

5 . 29 . 32 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

2 . 2 . 10 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 33 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 1 3 ,  2 . B . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 5 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 9 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 9 . 2 , 5 . 27 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 12 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4  

1 . 1 , 2 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 0 ,  5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 , 2 . 3 ,  2 . B . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 13 . 12 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  

No. Paqe Response

699



n 
I 

c.n 
....... 

Order 

� 
E752 

E 753 

E 754 

E755 

E 756 

E757 

E 758 

E759 

E760 

E761 

E 762 

E 763 

E 764 

E 765 

E 766 

Name 
Wa lters , Steven J .  

Mered i t h ,  J .  Casey 

McK i m ,  Chr i s  

Breed , M i chae l S .  

Bre i ter , Edward 

Rhoads , Jeff and Ke l l i e  

Bybee , R i ta 

She r ,  Cath:,' 

Cantr i l l ,  Jud i e  C .  

Rahder , Bobb i 

Naftzge r ,  Cha r l es E .  

Naftzge r ,  Ray lene A .  

Cantr i l l ,  Dante 

Carney , Kat h leen 

Teas ley ,  M . , and Wat son , D .  

Locat i on 

B l ackfoot , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I nkom , I D  

I nkom , I D  

Lava Hot Spri ngs , I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

707 

708 

7 10  

7 1 2  

7 1 2  

714  

714  

723 

724 

724 

725 

726 

726 

727 

728 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 97 

2 . 8 . 2 ,  3 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 7 . 6 ,  5 . 7 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 7 . 20 ,  

5 . 29 . 60 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 1 03 ,  5 . 29 . 1 06 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 8 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 1 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 3 ,  

6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 89 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1  

3 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Vol. Paqe Response

724



n 
I 

<.n 
N 

Order 

� 
E 7 67 

E768 

E769 

E770 

E 77 1  

E772  

E773  

E774  

E775  

E776  

E776  

E777  

E778 

E779 

E 780 

Name 

Shoka l ,  Edward C .  

W i ethorn , R i chard 

Pa lme r ,  Carol 

W i ethorn , E d i th 

Green , Jud ie  

Qua l l s ,  Susan L .  

Moore , G i l bert R .  

Ransom , Bob 

Ash ,  V i rg i n i a  

Fa i rch i ld ,  Dor i s  

Pra i r i e  Fa l con Audubon Soc i ety 

Be 1 1 ,  Jock 

McNev i n ,  Anne E .  

Henna , An i ta 

Berntha l ,  E .  J .  

Locat i on 

Hagerman , I D 

Ha i ley , I D  

Be l levue , I D 

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Jerome , I D  

Jerome , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

F i  ler , I D  

Buh 1 ,  I D  

Buh l , I D  

Buh 1 ,  I D  

Ha i ley , I D  

Jerome , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

729 

732 

734 

735 

737 

737 

738 

739 

739 

740 

740 

741 

742 

743 

744 Sect i on Numbers 
1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 5 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  
5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 10 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  
5 . 30 . 1 . 1 5 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 23 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 3 1 . 18 ,  
6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 84 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  
6 . 1 .  2 

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 28 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  
5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 5 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 13 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  
5 . 27 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

See Fa i rch i l d ,  Dor i s  

6 . 5 . 1 0 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  
5 . 27 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 8 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  6 . 1 . 8 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  
6 . 2  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  

Ila.9e  Response

734

739

739

743

744 Section Numbers
1.1, 2.2.9, 2.7.5, 2.12.2, 5.12.1, 5.24.18, 5.24.18,
5.30.3.1, 6.3



n 
I 

CJ1 
W 

Order 

� 
E 780 

E781 

E 782 

E 783 

E 784 

E 785 

E 786 

E 787 

E788 

E 789 

E790 

E791 

E792 

E793 

E 794 

Berntha 1 ,  E .  J .  

McA l l i ster,  Judy 

Lenkner , Char les A .  

T i  l ley, Barbara 

Gardner , Kathyrn Ann 

Sma 1 1 ,  Wi 1 1  

T i l l ey ,  Mart i n  

Rowe , Car l 

Donart , Sa l ly 

Coiner ,  wa l t  

R ickards , Peter 

Hoene , Ph i  1 

N ie l sen , Garry M .  

M i tche l l ,  R i chard E .  

Sohman,  He len B .  

Name Locat i on 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Twi n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Hansen , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

P i cabo , I D  

Hansen , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

K imber ly ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Hansen , I D 

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

744 

745 

749 

750 

751  

753 

754 

755 

756 

757 

758 

759 

760 

761 

762 

Sect i on Numbers 

4 . 15 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 1 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 6 

2 . 1 2 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 1 2 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 16 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,6 . 1 . 1, 6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1  

Page Response

749

751

753

755

759



n 

tn 
..,. 

Order 

� 
E795 

E796 

E797 

E79B 

E 799 

EBOO 

EB01 

EB02 

EB03 

EB04 

EB05 

EB06 

EB07 

EBOB 

EB09 

EB10  

EB1 1  

Name Locat i on 
Thompson , Jerry Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Chapman , Char l es J .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

D i  l l ard ,  Sherry Buh 1 ,  1 D  

Hutc h i nson , Dav i d  Sun Va l ley ,  1 D  

He i n r i c h ,  Thomas G . , J r .  Ha i ley , 1 D  

Drown , Teresa Ketchum , 1 D  

G i bson , John E .  Ketchum , 1 D  

Shockey , Car l a  Bur ley , 1 D  

Van Deusen , Ron Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Kre i lkamp , Kor r i ne Buh l , 1 D  

McG i nn i s ,  Mary Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 D  

Terra , L i nda Sun Va l ley ,  1 D  

B l anchard, F lorence K .  Be l levue , 1 D  

He i l man , June E .  Pocate l lo ,  1 D  

Anderson , C i nda Sun Va l ley,  1 D  

Caputo , Pau l a  Ketchum , I D  

R i chardson , Reg i na Sun Va l ley,  1 D  

Vo l .  

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

762 

763 

765 

766 

767 

767 

76B 

76B 

770 

770 

77 1  

772  

772 

773 

774 

774 

775 Sec t i on Numbers 
1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . B ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 10 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 1 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 ,  
5 . 25 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . B5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 1 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1B ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 13 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 .  4 . 13 

1 . 1 .  5 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . B  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 10 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . B7 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2B . 1  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  
6 . 5 . 5  

1 .  1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 .  1 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . B . 3 ,  2 . B . 4 ,  2 . B . 9 ,  2 . B . 13 ,  2 . B . 14 ,  2 . 9 ,  5 . 6 . 9 ,  
5 . 1 3 . 14 

Page

765

767

767

770

774

774

Response

775 Section Numbers
1.1, 4.15.4, 5.12.1, 5.30.3.1, 5.30.3.8, 6.5.5

1.1, 2.3, 4.13, 5.9.3, 5.10.4, 5.12.1, 5.20.11, 5.24.2,
5.25.5, 5.29.85, 5.30.3.1, 6.3



o 

........ 

Order 

WOOl 

W002 

W003 

W004 

W004 

W005 

W005 

W006 

W006 

W007 

W007 

W008 

W008 

W009 

W010  

W01 1  

Name 

N i e l sen , Garry M .  

Sackman , John Wm . 

We i nberg , Dona ld E .  

Lehr , E ugene L .  

U . S .  Dept . of Transportat ion 

Department of Energy , I daho 

Ofte ,  Don 

C lapp , Dav i d  E .  

Dept . of Hea lth & Human Serv i ces 

Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

Snake R i ver A l l i ance 

P i erce ,  Kenneth L .  

U . S .  Dept . of the I nter i or 

Denn i s ,  L i sa M .  

Barnh i  1 1 ,  Pame la  

Mort ime r ,  Dean M .  

APPENDIX  D 

WR I TTEN  SUBM I TTED BY ORDER NUMBER 

Loca t i on 

Hansen , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Was h i ngton , DC 

Wash i ngton , DC 

I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 

I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  I D  

At lanta , GA 

At lanta , GA 

Ketchum , 1 0  

Ketchum , I D  

Denve r ,  CO 

Denve r ,  CO 

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

1 

2 

3 

4 

4 

4 

4 

5 

5 

6 

6 

8 

8 

35 

36 

36 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 1 1 ,  3 . 2 . 23 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 14 

1 . 1 , 2 . 6 . 3 , 2 . 7 . 1 0 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 1 5 . 2 , 5 . 2 . 1 1 , 5 . 26 . 2 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 26 

Acknow ledgement Rece i pt 

See Lehr , Eugene L .  

See Ofte ,  Don 

DOE I D  D i str . Letter 

Acknow ledgement Rece i pt 

See C lapp , Dav i d  E .  

2 . 8 . 8 ,  2 . 9 ,  2 . 13 . 18 

See Pau l ,  E l i zabeth 

5 . 1 0 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 13 

See P i erce , Kenneth L .  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 29 . 95 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

No. Paqe Response



Order 

No . Name locat ion Vo l .  Sect ion Numbers 
W012  Mclaughl i n ,  Robert A .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 37  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  

W013 Babayco , V i ckey Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  6 37 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

W014 Hea l y ,  M i chae l P .  Ha i l ey , I D  6 38 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

W015 A l ban , Dan i e l  l .  Ketchum, I D  6 39 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  6 . 2  

W016 Er i ckson , R i chard F .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 39 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

W01 7  Not located 6 40 

W018 Hi 1 1 ,  De lor i s  G .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 4 1  1 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 

W019 Speck , James P .  Ketchum , I D  6 42 1 . 1  
0 

I 
N 

W020 Shad l ey ,  Sue 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 42 

W02 1 Sm i th ,  Ke i th H .  Idaho F a  l l s ,  I D  6 43 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

W022 Brown i ng ,  E l i zabeth I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 6 43 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

W023 Rowden , Conn i e  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 44 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

W024 Hansen , V i rg i l D .  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 6 44 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 

W025 I kard , Dorothy J .  B lackfoot , I D  6 45 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3  

W026 Jensen , Dw ight Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 45 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 

W027 Troutner , Kather i ne H .  Bo i se ,  I D  6 46  1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W028 Hammond ,  Wendy B l ackfoot , I D  6 47 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W029 Barta , James l .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  6 48 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 2 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  

5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

Page

37

38

39

39

43

44

44

45

45

47

Response



o 
I 

W 

Order 

No . 

W030 

W031 

W032 

W033 

W034 

W035 

W036 

W038 

W038 

W039 

W040 

W041 

W042 

W043 

W044 

W045 

W046 

W047 

Name 
Leonardson , Eve lyn K .  

A l va rez , Susan K .  

Burnes ( Cepren ) ,  F r .  Sergus 

O ' Br i en , Kathy 

Pet i t i on 

Hoga n ,  Mary Jane 

Brudene 1 1 ,  I ngr id  ( Mrs . Wi 1 1  i am )  

Conroy , R i cha rd A .  

Greater Pocate l lo Econom i c  Growth Counc i l  

Ca 1 1 ,  L loyd S .  

Merre 1 1 ,  Gerry 

Merre l l ,  M i ckey 

Turvey , E l len 

Turvey , Haro l d ,  J r .  

Pet i t i on 

Pet i t i on 

Pet i t  i on 

Haddon , B i l l  D .  

Locat i on 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

McCammon , I D 

McCammon , I D 

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B lackfoot ,  I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

49 

51 

52 

52 

53 

54 

54 

55 

55 

56 

57 

57 

58 

58 

59 

59 

60 

6 1  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 10 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 13 

5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  5 . 12 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

D i scus s i on 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 2 2 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 87 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  

See Conroy , R i chard A .  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 , 5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Paqe Response
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59



Order 

N o .  Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

1.'048 Stopo 1 ,  R ichard Ha i ley, I D  6 62 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

1.'049 Hatch ,  Dawn Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  6 62 1 . 1  

1.'049 Pocate l lo Chamber of Commerce Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 62 See Hatch ,  Dawn 

1.'050 Hanson , C l ayne A .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 63 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

1.'051 Not Located 6 63 

1.'052 Peck , Dav i d  A .  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  6 64 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

1.'052 Schoo l D i str ict  25 Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  6 64 See Peck , Dav i d  A .  

1.'053 B l ack , V i o la Burley,  I D  6 66 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 
CJ 

I 
""'" 1.'054 C l ayton , J .  E .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 66 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 15 . 1  

1.'055 We l l ard,  A. C lark Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  6 67 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 15 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1.'056 Woods , Jack R .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 67 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1.'057 A i ken County , South Caro l i na  A i ken , SC 6 68 See Sm i th ,  Garry R .  

1.'057 Sm i th ,  Garry R .  A i ken , SC 6 68 Acknow ledgement Rece i pt 

1.'058 A l ban , Susan Ketchum , I D  6 68 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1.'059 Not Located 6 69 

1.'060 H i l l ,  Beth Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 69 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1.'061 Be i tz ,  Leonard F .  I nkom . I D  6 70 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 .  2 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

1.'062 Hoffman , M i ke She l lev ,  I D  6 70  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

1.'063 Anderson , Cathy I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 7 1  1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  

Paqe Response
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67

70



Order 

� Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

W064 Nea 1 ,  Ga ry R .  B l ackfoot , I D  6 I I  1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W065 R i gby , Robert L .  Soda Spr i ngs , I D  6 72 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W066 Burwe l l ,  D i ck Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  6 72 1 . 1 ,  6 . 4 . 1  

W067 P urdy , L .  N .  P i cabo , I D  6 73 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

W068 Packham , Dean A .  B l ackfoot , I D  6 73 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W069 A 1 b i nson , Betsy Nampa , I D  6 74 1 . 1  

W069 Nampa Chamber of Commerce Nampa , I D  6 74 See A l b i nson , Betsy 

W070 Pet i t i on 6 75 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  
0 

I 
(J1 WOl l  Pet i t i on 6 75 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W072 Pet i t i on 6 76 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W073 Pet i t ion 6 76 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W074 Pet i t  i on 6 n 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W075 Satterf i e ld ,  H .  Jack Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 n 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1 

W076 Hyde , W i l l i am I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 6 78 1 . 1 ,  5 . 25 . 6 

won Hunter ,  Joe W .  Bo i se ,  I D  6 78 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

W078 G lover , Sandy Bo i s e ,  I D  6 79 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 83 ,  5 . 29 . 8 7 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 

W079 Dav i d ,  Ra lph M .  I da ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 6 79 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W080 Dav i d ,  An i ta I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 80 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W081 A l len , Lowe l l  R .  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  6 80 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 15 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Page Response
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Order 

� Name Locat ion Vo l .  Sec t i on Numbers 
W082 McHugh , John W .  Coeur d ' A lene , I D  6 8 1  1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W083 Johnstone , J i m  B lackfoot , I D  6 8 1  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W084 Carl son , L .  Ray B l ackfoot , I D  6 82 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W085 Beas ley,  Lawrence M .  B l ackfoot , I D  6 82 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W086 Jang l ,  James F .  Coeur d 'A lene , I D  6 83 1 . 1  

W087 Wagne r ,  John and Dary l Bo i se ,  I D  6 83 4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 85 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 3  

W088 Mo 1 1  e r ,  Joan Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 84 5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 15 . 1  

W089 Ferguson , Char les and Rosa l ie I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 84 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 
0 

I 
(j) W090 Bosen , Wenda l l  R .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 85 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W09 1 As l ett , Marv i n  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  6 85 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W092 Ber i er ,  Bret Ketchum , I D  6 86 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 

W093 Pet i t  i on 6 86 1 . 1  

W094 Hon , Wi 1 1  i am A .  Bo i se ,  I D  6 87 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W095 Hart , Ray Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 87 5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6 

W095 I daho Fa l l s  Schoo l D i st r i ct #9 1 I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 87 See Hart , Ray 

W096 Hand , Dav i d  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 88 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

W097 Rudd , Gera ld  R .  Bo i se ,  I D  6 89 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W098 Wh i te ,  James R .  Idaho Fa l l s , I D  6 89 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 28 ,  

5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 8  

. Page Response
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.J!9..:.... Name Locat i on Vo 1 .  Sect i on N umbers 
W099 Con l i n ,  Ron C .  Chubbuck , 1 0  6 90 1 . 1  

W100 Harb i son , John W .  B lackfoot , 1 0  6 92 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

W100 I daho Power Co . B lackfoot , 1 0  6 92 See Harb i son , John W .  

W 1 0 1  Bake r ,  Kenneth and Heather Sun Va l ley ,  1 0  6 92 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 97 , 

5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

W102 Wel l s ,  Mary Atho l , 1 0  6 93 1 . 1 .  4 . 13 

W103 Paddock , B i l l  Cha 1 1  i s ,  1 0  6 93 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 10 

W104 McGee , Karen Pocate l lo ,  1 0  6 95 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  
0 

I 
........ 

W105 McGee , Dr . K .  C .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  6 95 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W106 Harr i son , Lex L .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  6 96 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W107 Osborne , Morr i s  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 96 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W108 Sm i t h ,  L i sa P i ngree , 1 0  6 97  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W109 Dun l ap ,  Pau l  C .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 97  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W l lO  Taylor , Kenneth J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 98 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W I l l  Ba l lesteros ,  Lucy B .  B lackfoot , 1 0  6 98 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W 1 l 2  Kn i ghton , R .  B .  F i rth ,  1 0  6 99 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W 1 l3  K i rkpatr ick , Dorthy Pocat e l l o ,  1 0  6 99 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

W 1 l4  K i s s l er ,  L .  H .  Bo i se ,  1 0  6 1 00 1 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2  

W1 l 5  M i now , Thomas G .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 1 00 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

_ Paqe

93

95

98

Response



Order 

N o .  Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

1.' 1 1 6  F i n l ayson , R i chard S .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 1 0 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1.' 1 1 6  Pocate l lo ,  C i ty of Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 101  See F i n layson , R i chard S .  

1.' 1 1 7  R i gby , Mary Jayne I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 10 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 34 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1.' 1 18  Bjonberg , Fam i ly 6 102 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1.'1 19 Aschenbrenner , Pau l Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 102 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 10 

1.'120  Eastern I daho Counc i l  on  I ndustry and  E nergy Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 105 See M i l l er ,  Roy ,  Sr . 

1.'120  M i l ler , Roy , Sr .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  ID  6 105 Cover Letter 

1.' 12 1  Eastern I daho Counc i l  on  I ndustry and Energy Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 105 See M i l l er ,  Roy , Sr . 
CJ 

I 
ex:> 1.'121  M i  l l er , Roy , Sr .  Pocate l lo ,  ID  6 105 1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1.'122  Remer , C larence 6 106 1 . 1  

1.'123 Duncan , Larry and Jera l d i ne B lackfoot , I D  6 106 1 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1.'124 Pet i t i on 6 107 1 . 1  

1.'125 Pet i t  i on 6 108 1 . 1  

1.'126  Pet i t i on  6 1 08 1 . 1  

1.'127  K i rkpatr i ck ,  John R .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  I D  6 109 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1.'128 Hayward , Myna B lackfoot , I D  6 109 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 10 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

1.'129  Haddon , B i l l  D .  6 1 10 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

1.'130 Thorsen , Nancy I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 1 1 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1.'131  C i ty of B lackfoot B l ackfoot , I D  6 1 1 2  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2  
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� Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 
W132 Sm i t h ,  J .  G .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 1 1 2  1 . 1  

W133 Harpe r ,  John J .  B lackfoot , I D  6 1 13 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W134 Sp i nner ,  Mary B l ackfoot , I D  6 1 13 1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 4 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 

5 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 1 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

W135 Hoff , G lor i a  K.  and Douglas  C .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 1 14 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

W136 My ler ,  Den i se I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 1 1 6  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

W137 Kanemasu ,  R ichard T .  Bo i s e ,  I D  6 1 1 7  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W138 Merre l l ,  Sheryl L .  Coeur D ' A lene , I D  6 1 1 7  1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 2  

0 
W139 D l ouhy , Debb i e  Spokane , WA 6 1 1 8  1 . 1 ,  4 . 6 , 6 . 1 . 7 ,  6 . 2  I 

1.0 

W140 Rapp , Dav i d  L .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 1 1 9  1 . 1 .  3 . 4  

W141  Aqu i l i na ,  Cha r les A .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 1 1 9  1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 23 

W142 W i  l son , Robert I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 1 20  5 . 1 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 . 3 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 

W143 M i l l e r ,  Bert Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 1 2 0  2 . 8 . 4  

W144 Brooksh i e r ,  George W . , J r .  B l ackfoot , I D  6 1 2 2  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

W145 Leav i t t ,  Kim H .  B l ackfoot , I D  6 123  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

W146 D i a 1 .  John H .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 1 23 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

W147 Brandt , John H .  Nampa , I D  6 124  1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

W148 Werth , Doug las  A .  Ha i ley,  I D  6 124  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

W149 Hayes , M i chae l A .  Ha i ley, I D  6 1 25  1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  
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W150 Harpe r ,  Marv i n  J .  B l ackfoot , 1 0  6 1 25  1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4  

W 15 1  C l ark , Dona l d  R .  B lackfoot , 1 0  6 1 26  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 16 

W152 Ha 1 1 ,  Oa 1 e O . Bo i se ,  I O  q 1 2 6  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  3 . 1 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 1 2 ,  5 . 13 . 9 ,  

5 . 14 . 1 ,  5 . 20 . 10 ,  5 . 23 . 22 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 . 4 . 7  

W153 Commander , J .  C .  Pr i nceton , NJ 6 1 2 7  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

W 154 Brooksh i er ,  Mar i lyn B l ackfoot , 1 0  6 1 29 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

W155 Burton , Ra lph  C .  Ogden , UT 6 1 29 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W 156 Fa l k i ngham , Dav i d  W .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I O  6 130 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

0 W157 Pocate l lo Board of Rea ltors , Inc . I Pocate 1 10 ,  I O  6 130  See  Stee l e ,  Stephen A .  
...... 
0 

W157 Stee l e ,  Stephen A .  Pocate l l o ,  I O  6 130  1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1  

W 158 Dunn , A .  Da l e  Bo i se ,  I O  6 1 3 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W 159 C lark ,  Arthur M .  B l ackfoot , I O  6 1 3 1  1 . 1 .  2 . 1 0 

W 160 C l ayton , J .  E .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I O  6 1 3 2  1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

W161  Watts ,  Mark Idaho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 132  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

W 162 R i ede l ,  M i chae l W .  Ketchum , 1 0  6 133 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9  

W163 Not Located 6 133 

W164 Eschen , Mar i a  Bo i se , 1 0  6 134 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 8 , 3 . 2 . 1 5 , 4 . 13 , 4 . 15 . 5 , 5 . 1 . 36 , 5 . 27 . 1 . 1 , 5 . 29 . 14  

W165 Dav i es ,  Patr i c i a  and James Ketchum, I O  6 137 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  6 . 2  

W 166 Kearney ,  John P .  Ketchum , I O  6 138 1 . 1  
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W167 Vetsc h ,  Char les I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 139 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

W168 G r i f f i t h ,  John Ketchum , I D  6 139 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

W169 Hardman ,  Patt i Ha i l ey ,  I D  6 140 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 

W170 Reynolds , A lan Ketchum , I D  6 140 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 7 

WI l l  Dav idson , Mar i lee Bo i se ,  I D  6 1 4 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 94 

W1 72 Tamash i ro ,  T .  K .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 142 1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

W1 73 P i ncock , Dav i d  L .  Rexburg , I D  6 142 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  
0 

I 
...... 
...... W1 73 Rexburg Chamber of Commerce Rexburg , I D  6 142  See P i ncock , Dav i d  L .  

W1 74 Cahoon , J im F i rth ,  I D  6 143 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 41 , 5 . 29 . 84 

W175 Cahoon , J im F i rth ,  I D  6 144 

W1 76 Stears , A l len , L i nda , and Dante B l ackfoot , I D  6 144 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

WI77 Wood , R .  Mar lowe I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 145 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

W1 78 Pa ige , Bern i ce E .  Sun Va l ley,  I D  6 145 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

W179 May tag , Marqu i ta M .  Dr iggs , I D  6 146 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 3 . 19 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

W180 I saacs , Chr ist i ne D .  Bo i se ,  I D  6 147  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W181 Just ice ,  Norma K.  Mer i d i an ,  I D  6 148 5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

W182 Chri stensen , Fred A. and Dorothy Nampa , I D  6 149 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

W183 Lura s ,  A l a i na Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 149 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

Page Response



Order 

� Name Loca t i on Vo l .  Sec t i on Numbers 
101184 Ke ltner , Wa l l ace G .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 150 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 1 1  

101185 Fauc i ,  Joan Pocate 1 10 ,  1 0  6 1 51 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 41 

101186 Heimbach ,  Dav i d  V .  Sun Va l l ey ,  1 0  6 151  1 . 1  

101187 Jackson , Mer le  O .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 152 1 . 1 .  2 . 1 . 1  

101188 Ph i l l i ps ,  K.  and G i l bert R .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  6 152 1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1  

101189 Herr i ngton , Ruth Bo i se ,  10 6 1 53 1 . 1 .  5 . 24 . 30 

101190 Benson , Charles  S . ,  Jr . Pocate l l o ,  1 0  6 1 54 2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 0 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 .  4 . 12 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 39 ,  

5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 3 ,  
0 

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  I 
....... 
N 

101191 K i ng ,  Marden R .  I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  6 1 56 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2  

101192 Rosentreter , Janet Bo i se ,  1 0  6 156 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

101193 G i fford , Mer l i n  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  6 157 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

101194 Tay lor , R .  John Lew i ston , 10 6 157 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

101195 Sherwood , Robert K .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 1 58 1 . 1 .  5 . 1 . 2 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 . 5 . 29 . 9 7 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 , 5 . 3 1 . 1 2 , 6 . 5 . 1  

101196  Oaugherty , M i ke LaGrande , OR 6 1 58 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

101197  Haney , Car l  McCammon , 1 0  6 1 59 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 

101198 Parker , Sharon , Jac k ,  J i l l ,  and Sam Be l levue , 1 0  6 1 60 1 .  1 ,  2 . 6 . 1 ,  5 .  1 .  42 , 6 .  1 .  2 

101199 Burnes ( Cepren ) ,  Fr . Sergus Bo i s e ,  1 0  6 1 60 Removed by Author 

101200 Orougas , Thomas C .  Sun Va l l ey , 1 0  6 1 6 1  1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4  

, Paqe Response



o 

I-' 
W 

Order 

� Name 

W200 Ketchum/Sun Va l ley Chamber of Commerce 

W201 B l a i n , M ic ha e l  J .  

W202 Jo l ley,  Bryce D .  

W203 Thorn e ,  Larr i e  

W204 Br i ssenden , Marjor i e  F .  

W205 McGrew , John and Jane 

W206 Kvanv i g ,  Russe l l  G .  

W207 A l b i n son , Betsy 

W207 Nampa Chamber of Commerce 

W20B N i cho l son , P h i l i p S .  

W209 E l l i o t t ,  Art 

W209 I daho Bu i l d i ng Contractors Assoc . 

W210  Moran , Patt i  and  J im 

W21 1  Sykes , Frank 

W212  Donne l ly ,  Denn i s  O .  

W213 Shotwe l l ,  D i ck 

W2 14 P i fe r ,  Larry E .  

Locat ion 

Sun Va l l ey , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

F i rth ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Ha i ley, I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Nampa , I D  

Nampa , I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Pocate l l o , I D  

Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

1 6 1  

16 1  

162  

1 62 

163 

1 63 

1 64 

1 64 

1 64 

1 65 

1 66 

1 66 

166 

167 

1 68 

1 70 

1 70 

Sec t i on Numbers 

See Drougas , Thomas C .  

2 . 8 . 1 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 6 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 , 4 . 13 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1  

See A lb i nson , Betsy 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 ,  6 . 2 ,  

6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

See E l l i ott , Art 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 1 . 9 ,  2 . 13 . 4 ,  5 . 8 . 7 ,  

5 . 8 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 0 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 35 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 1 2 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 18 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 7 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Paqe Response
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� Name Locat i on Va l .  Sect i on Numbers 

W215  Bruha , George J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 1 7 1  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W216 Lane , Robert J .  Bo i s e ,  1 0  6 1 7 1  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W217  Jenk i n s ,  Pau l I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 1 7 2  1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4  

W218 Rob i nson , Joe Bo i se , 1 0  6 1 7 2  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 12 . 4  

W219 Raebe r ,  H i l degard Ketchum , I D  6 173 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

W220 H i xon , Me l i ssa H .  Sun Va l l ey ,  1 0  6 1 74 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

W221 H i gg i n s ,  Bert Bo i se ,  1 0  6 1 74 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W222 C l ark , Beverly  I daho Fa  l l s ,  1 0  6 1 7 5  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  
0 

I 
...... W223 Dance , She l don I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 1 7 5  1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  
� 

W224 H i l l ,  C .  E .  Bo i s e ,  I D  6 1 76  1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W225 Park , Mah l on S .  Bo i s e ,  1 0  6 1 76  1 . 1 .  3 . 1 . 1  

W226 Hammond ,  C. E .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 1 7 7  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W227 Hammond ,  Waynette More land ,  1 0  6 1 7 7  1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W228 Cage n ,  R i chard M .  Pocate l lo ,  1 0  6 178  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

W228 Pocate l lo Reg i on a l  Med i ca l  Center Pocate l lo ,  1 0  6 1 78 See Cagen , R i chard M .  

W229 Berr i ochoa , Randy Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 1 79 1 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 95 , 5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 

W230 Whe l a n ,  Raymond Ketchum , 1 0  6 180 1 . 1  

W231 Hawker , M i l burn , Jr . Montev i ew ,  1 0  6 180 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 .  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

W232 Cresap , Oa l e  I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  6 181  1 . 1 .  4 . 13 

Paqe Response
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o 

........ 
U1 

Order 

� 
W233 

W234 

W235 

W236 

W237 

W238 

W239 

W240 

W241 

W242 

W243 

W244 

W245 

W246 

W247 

W248 

W249 

W250 

Name 

Kemp , Da le  V .  

Benn i on ,  Dav i d  K .  

Whee ler ,  Denn i s  E .  

Burnes ( Cepren ) ,  Fr . Sergus 

P i gford , Thomas H .  

Ovard,  R .  J im 

Medes , E l i zabeth 

Brudene l l ,  I ngr i d  ( Mrs . W i l l i am )  

Stoeck le i n ,  Dav i d  R .  

Warf , James C .  

Ber i t  i ch ,  Danny 

Meyer ,  Mar i e  

Town , Caro l 

Dav i es ,  Joan F .  

Bryson , J i l l  

Burns , Robert E .  

Su l l i van , Kerry 

Fremont County Comm i s s i oners 

Loca t i on 

I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Coeur d 'A lene , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Berke ley, CA 

I daho Fa 1 1 s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Los Ange les , CA 

Ha i ley, I D  

Bo i s e ,  I D  

Ha i ley ,  I D  

Ha i ley,  I D  

Ha i l ey , I D  

McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

St . Anthony, I D 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

1 8 1  

183 

1 84 

1 84 

186 

187 

187 

1 88 

1 88 

1 89 

190 

191 

1 9 1  

192 

192  

193  

193 

194 

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 15 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  2 . 10 ,  2 . 13 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 10 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 14 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 16 

1 . 1 , 2 . 6 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 10 . 2  

5 . 1 . 18 ,  5 . 2 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 .  4 . 14 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 8 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 6 ,  5 . 29 . 92 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1  

3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 .  4 . 4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 14 

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 9 5 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

5 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

4 . 13 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 92 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 42 

1 . 1 .  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

See S i ddoway, James 

Vo 1 . Page Response
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....... 
0'1 

Order 

No . 

W250 

1425 1  

14252 

14253 

W254 

W255 

W256 

W257 

W258 

W259 

W260 

W261 

W262 

W263 

W264 

W265 

W266 

W267 

Name Locat ion 
S i ddoway,  James St . Anthony, 1 0  

Murray ,  Bryan K .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Lords , Arv i n  R igby ,  I D  

Brown , Arthur Coeur  d ' A lene , 1 0  

Lee , Rando lph  D .  Bo i se ,  I D  

O l son , Dana Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Tok l e ,  Bob Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Mer i g l i an o ,  L i nda Dr iggs , 1 0  

Hammann , L i nda Ketchum , I D  

Redfern , Bert i l i a L .  Buh l , I D  

Eggert , Kath l een A .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Eggert , James A .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Kraa l ,  Deb i Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Kraa l ,  Kev i n  Tw i n  Fal l s ,  I D  

Parness ,  Roger Bo i se ,  1 0  

Sprabeary , Marv i n  A .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

K i rby ,  Kent M i ssou l a ,  MT 

Eastern I daho Fa l l s Rotary C l ub I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

194 

194 

195 

195 

196 

196 

198 

198 

199 

200 

201 

201 

202 

202 

203 

204 

204 

205 

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 2 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

1 . 1 .  3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 37 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 4 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 1 , 5 . 29 . 9 7 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 2  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 3 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 13 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  6 . 2  

See Hackbarth , Ph i l  

Page Response
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Order 

� Name Locat ion Vo l .  Sect ion Numbers 
W267 Hackba rt h ,  Ph i  1 I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 205 1 . 1  

W268 M i tche l l ,  Ron Bo i se ,  I D  6 205 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 26 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  

5 . 27 . 4 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

W269 G r i ff i t h ,  Dav i d  J .  and Jacque l i ne I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 206 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

W270 Bourgett e ,  Stepha n i e  Ketchum, 1 0  6 206 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W271 Werner ,  Susanne M .  Sun Va l l ey , 1 0  6 207 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W272 Rosbury ,  Karen Thomas Ketchum , I D  6 207 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W273 Burke , Stoney Sun Va l ley ,  1 0  6 208 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3  

0 W274 Dykes , Fred W .  Pocate 1 1 0 ,  1 0  6 208 5 . 1 5 
, 

....... 
......, 

W275 Grayson , Ken Ketchum , I D  6 209 1 . 1 ,  5 . 12 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W276 P i et r i , Joseph E .  McCa 1 1 ,  I D  6 209 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7  

W277 Whee l e r ,  Doug las R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 2 1 0  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5 , 

5 . 28 . 6 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

W278 K l i ng ler , Rona ld  O .  and N i ta B .  Rexburg , 1 0  6 2 1 1  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

W279 Sm i t h ,  J .  L .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 2 1 2  1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

W280 Sm i t h ,  She l ly Pocate l lo ,  1 0  6 213  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

W281 Cope land , Nora Bo i se ,  1 0  6 2 13  1 . 1 ,  5 . 3 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

W282 Harron , John Bo i se ,  1 0  6 2 14  1 . 1  

W283 L i chtenste i n ,  Peter M .  Bo i se , 1 0  6 2 14  1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

W284 C i ty of Moscow Moscow, 1 0  6 2 1 7  1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 4 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  2 . 7 . 1 1 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  3 . 1 . 1 ,  

Paqe Response
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....... 
CO 

Order 

N o .  

W284 

W285 

W285 

W286 

W287 

W288 

W289 

W289 

Name Loca t i on 

C i ty of Moscow Moscow , I D  

Akersten , W i l l i am A .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

I daho Museum o f  Natura l H i story - I SU Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Burnes ( Cepren ) , F r .  Sergus Bo i se ,  I D  

Burnes ( Cepren ) , F r .  Sergus Bo i s e ,  I D  

Eastman , Kath leen McCa 1 1 ,  1 0  

Dejma 1 ,  Susan Bozeman , MT 

Greater Ye l l owstone Coa l i t i on Bozeman , MT 

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

2 1 7  

3 1 1  

3 1 1  

3 1 1  

3 1 2  

3 1 3  

3 14  

314 

Sect i on Numbers 

3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 6 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  3 . 2 . 20 ,  

3 . 2 . 23 ,  3 . 2 . 2 7 ,  3 . 2 . 30 ,  3 . 2 . 3 1 ,  3 . 2 . 32 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  

3 . 6 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 4 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  

4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 9 ,  5 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 . 22 ,  5 . 1 . 27 ,  5 . 1 . 3 0 ,  

5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 1 . 4 5 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 8 ,  5 . 3 . 13 ,  5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 4 ,  

5 . 6 . 5 ,  5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 8 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 3 ,  

5 . 13 . 4 ,  5 . 13 . 6 ,  5 . 13 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 3 ,  5 . 13 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 3 . 19 ,  5 . 14 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 1 7 . 3 ,  5 . 19 . 3 ,  5 . 20 . 3 ,  5 . 20 . 8 ,  5 . 20 . 9 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  

5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 23 . 18 ,  5 . 23 . 19 ,  5 . 23 . 24 ,  5 . 23 . 26 ,  5 . 24 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 1 7 ,  

5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 26 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 5 ,  

5 . 27 . 7 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 28 . 8 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 33 , 5 . 29 . 4 1 ,  5 . 29 . 4 2 ,  5 . 29 . 49 ,  

5 . 29 . 64 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 67 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 ,  5 . 29 . 95 , 5 . 29 . 97 , 

5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 6 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 7 ,  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 5 ,  5 . 3 1 . 2 ,  

5 . 3 1 . 9 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 7 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

5 . 1 5 

See Akersten , W i l l i am A .  

4 . 1 3 

4 . 1 3 

4 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 28 ,  5 . 7 . 23 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 4 2 ,  

5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 89 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  

5 . 6 . 3 , 5 . 7 . 1 0 , 5 . 7 . 1 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 27 , 5 . 26 . 2 , 5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  

6 . 2  

See Oejma l , Susan 

Page Response



Order 

� Name Locat ion Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

W290 Haynes ,  Karen and Tom Sun Va l ley ,  I D  6 3 1 6  1 . 1  

W291 Grant , Mary Ha i ley, I D  6 3 1 7  1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 9  

W292 Gehrke , Pame la Bo i s e ,  ID 6 3 1 7  1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 28 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 2  

W293 Gertschen , Chr i st ine A .  Sun Va l ley , I D  6 3 18  1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

W294 Bueh ler ,  Verna Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 3 18  1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 92 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

W295 W i dene r ,  Judy Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  6 3 19  1 . 1  

W296 Leeson , Jane Bo ise ,  I D  6 3 19  1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 5 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 6 . 3 ,  2 . 13 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  

5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 10 . 1 7 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  

0 

6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

I 
...... W297 Me i k l e ,  Jack K .  
w 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 32 1  1 . 1  

W298 M i x ,  S h i r l ey V .  Bo i s e ,  I D  6 32 1  1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W299 Masterson , Mrs . Torh i ld LaGrande , OR 6 322  1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 1 03 

W300 G i lmore , Bob La Grande , OR 6 323 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 29 . 9 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

W301 Morr i s ,  B i  1 1  Ha i ley , I D  6 323 1 . 1 , 4 . 13 ,  5 . 28 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

W302 Rodes , J im and S h i r ley Garden Va l ley ,  I D  6 324 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 22 ,  5 . 29 . 92 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

W303 Brownwe 1 1 ,  Ma rk Bo i se ,  I D  6 324 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

W304 Burn s ,  Steve I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 325  1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 

W305 Wa lker , Pat r i c i a  A .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 325 1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

W306 Ga l p i n ,  Amos Sun Va l ley, I D  6 326 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W307 Doug las , Norma Sun Va l ley , I D  6 326 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 20 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 6  

_ Page Response



o 
I 

I'V 
C) 

Order 

N o .  

W307 

W308 

W309 

W3 1 0  

W3 1 1  

W3 12  

W3 13  

W3 14  

W3 15  

W3 16 

W3 17  

W3 18 

W3 19 

W320 

W32 1  

W32 1  

W322 

Name 

Sun Va l ley-Ketchum Chamber of Commerce 

Peterson , Jerry A .  

Pau l son , Steve 

Forstmann , Candy 

Webb , Jud i th  

Chri stensen , A l an L .  

Langenste i n ,  Stephen J .  and Annette 

Hoene , Ann 

St itz i nger ,  Gary W .  

Cacc i a ,  John C .  

Brunton , Kather i ne Kemb le 

Commons , Deborah B .  

P r i ce ,  Ma l lan  J .  

Fuentes-W i l l i ams , T .  

Con l ey ,  Jerry 

I daho F i sh & Game 

Cra i gh i l l ,  Carol 

Locat i on 

Sun Va l ley,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Lenore , I D  

Ha i ley, I D  

Sun Va l l ey , I D  

Menan , I D  

Shoshon e ,  I D  

Ha i ley , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ketchum , I D  

Ha i  l ey ,  I D  

Coeur d ' A l en e ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Va 1 .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

326 

327 

328 

329 

330 

330 

332 

333 

334 

335 

335 

336 

336 

337 

338 

338 

339 

Sect i on Numbers 

See Doug l a s ,  Norma 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 2 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 1 1 . 13 ,  2 . 12 . 3 ,  2 . 12 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 30 ,  

5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 13 . 12 ,  5 . 23 . 1 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 3 ,  5 . 3 1 . 1 2 

1 . 1 , 4 . 15 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 7 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 9 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 5 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  6 . 1 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  2 . 8 . 1 0 ,  2 . 13 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 2 7 ,  3 . 6 . 2 ,  4 . 3 ,  

4 . 1 0 . 1 , 4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 2 . 1 0 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 42 , 5 . 29 . 90 

5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 6 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 19 . 6  

See Con ley ,  Jerry 

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 2 . 4 . 1 .  4 . 3 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  6 . 3  

Paqe Response

335

336

337



Order 

No . Name Locat ion VA l .  Sec t i on Numbers 
W323 Crowley ,  L i nda Coeur d ' A lene,  I D  6 340 5 . 27 .7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 94 , 6 . 2  

W324 Tanz i n i , Pau l a  Bo i se ,  l D  6 341 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

W325 Wassmuth ,  Caro l Ann Coeur d ' A lene , I D  6 342 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

W326 Burns , Tony Idaho Fa l l s ,  l D  6 343 1 . 1 .  3 . 4  

W327 We l sh ,  Theresa E .  Ha i ley,  I D  6 343 1 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 7 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 19 

W328 Pr ior ,  Chery le  Ha l l  Ketchum , l D  6 344 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

W329 Benson , Char les S . ,  J r .  Pocate 1 10 ,  l D  6 344 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 0 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 1 . 39 ,  5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 22 . 2 ,  5 . 2 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 2 . 5 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5 ,  

0 

5 . 27 . 4 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

I 
N W330 Patterson , Pau 1 Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 347 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 8 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  
...... 

W331 Hor i , A l i ce C .  Bo i se ,  l D  6 349 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 7 . 1 .  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 3 . 1 6 ,  5 . 29 . 42 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 

W332 Joseph , J i l l  Hagerman , I D  6 350 1 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  

5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 6 ,  6 . 3  

W333 Fuentes , Rene Bothe 1 1 ,  WA 6 351  1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

W334 Tra x l e r ,  V i ck i e  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  l D  6 351 1 . 1 , 4 . 1 3 , 5 . 1 0 . 4 , 5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 3 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 , 6 . 1 . 8 , 6 . 2  

W335 Hatch , R .  Terry Bo i se ,  l D  6 352 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

W336 Hea ley,  Pat r i c i a  R .  Be l levue , I D  6 353 1 . 1  

W337 L i povac , Peter A .  B lackfoot , I D  6 353 2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 13 

W338 Nebeker , Vaughn S .  K .  R igby, I D  6 354 Postcard 

W339 Breen , G i nny B l akes lee Ha i ley , l D  6 354 1 . 1  

_ Paqe Response

343

344

344

349

354



o 
I 

N 
N 

Order 

� 
W340 

W34 1  

W342 

W343 

W344 

W344 

W345 

W346 

W347 

W348 

W349 

W350 

W351  

W352 

W353 

Name Locat ion 
Webb ,  Chuck Sun Va l ley ,  1 0  

H a  1 1 ,  S usan Ketchum, 1 0  

Kn i ght , Ph i l i p R .  Bozeman , MT 

Pet i t  i on 

Cunn i ngham , R i chard E .  Was h i ngton , OC 

NRC , O i v .  I ndustr i a l  & Med ica l Nuc l ear Safety Was h i ngton , OC 

E l l i s ,  Matthew Bo i s e ,  1 0  

Hanson , Mark Bo i s e ,  1 0  

E l l i s ,  Megan Bo i se ,  1 0  

E 1 1  i s ,  Lynn F .  Bo i se , 1 0  

Bow ler ,  Peter A .  Laguna Beach , CA 

Me i erotto , Larry E .  Bo i s e ,  1 0  

Cernera , Ph i l l i p Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Nash,  Mont B lackfoot , 1 0  

Farnsworth,  Frank and Sue Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

Q 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

355 

355 

356 

357 

358 

358 

359 

359 

360 

361 

363 

395 

436 

437 

438 

Sec t i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 8 , 6 . 2  

1 . 1  

3 . 2 . 23 

See Cunn i ngham, R i chard E .  

5 . 29 . 87 

1 . 1 , 4 . 13 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  2 . 1 1 . 5 ,  2 . 13 . 1 7 ,  3 . 6 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 1 . 1 6 ,  

5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 1 0 ,  5 . 6 . 1 1 , 5 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 7 . 18 ,  5 . 10 . 7 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 1 . 1 ,  5 . 25 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 39 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 7 7 ,  5 . 29 . 82 ,  

5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 29 . 1 03 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 14 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 1 . 4 ,  5 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 8 . 13 ,  5 . 13 . 3 ,  5 . 13 . 4 ,  5 . 20 . 1 ,  

5 . 20 . 5 ,  5 . 20 . 7 ,  5 . 23 . 1 0 ,  5 . 23 . 2 1 ,  5 . 23 . 22 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 25 ,  5 . 31 . 20 

1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 , 4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

Page Response

355

357

359

359



o 
I 

N 
W 

Order 

-1!L 
W354 

W355 

W356 

W357 

W358 

W359 

W360 

W361 

W362 

W363 

W364 

W365 

W366 

W367 

W368 

W369 

W369 

W370 

Name 
Sah l be rg ,  Tom 

Phomboutdy , Boon 

Howe 1 1 ,  Roberta 

Veran i am ,  Barbara 

Gertschen , R .  J .  

P a i g e ,  Oav i d  M .  

Newton , Gera ld  L .  

Fadness , Oan 

Ga l ey ,  Norm 

Corne 1 1 ,  Char les W . , J r .  

Corne 1 1 ,  C indy 

Casper , Ph i l 

Bamberry , Ed 

Squ i res , Russ 

Thoma s ,  Rode r i c  W.  

I daho Fa l ls Center for H i gher Educat i on 

T i ngey , Fred H .  

Stevens , Les l i e 

Locat i on 

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

McCa 1 1 ,  1 0  

Good i n g ,  1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Sun  Va l l ey ,  1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Sa lmon , 1 0  

Lew i ston , 1 0  

B lackfoot , 1 0  

B l ackfoot , 1 0  

Pocate l lo ,  1 0  

Pocate 1 1 0 ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Idaho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Ketchum , 1 0  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

438 

440 

440 

441 

442 

443 

443 

444 

445 

445 

446 

446 

447 

447 

448 

449 

449 

449 

Sec t i on Numbers 

1 . 1 , 3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 , 5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 9  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 

1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  

6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 5 . 4 ,  2 . 1 0 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 10 

1 . 1 , 5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1  

4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 3 

5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 , 5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 2 . 1 7 ,  5 . 13 . 1 1 ,  5 . 24 . 2 1 

See T i ngey , Fred H .  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1  

Page Response

443

444

445

445

446

447

449

449



Order 

� Name Locat ion Vo l .  Sect i on N umbers 

',137 1  McCa l l ,  J .  Karen Ha i ley , I D  6 452 1 . 1 .  4 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 6 . 1 . 1 ,  
6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

',1372 Wytychak , M i chae l ,  I I I  Coeur d 'A lene ,  I D  6 453 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

',1373 Yoder , T i m  Bo i se ,  I D  6 454 1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

',1374 H i gg i ns , A lex Ketchum , I D  6 455 1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2 

',137 5  Tanz i n i ,  James M .  B o  i se , I D  6 455 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

',1376 McConne l l ,  Larry M .  Ketchum, I D  6 456 4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

',1377  Hendr i ckson , Brad I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 456 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

0 ',1378 Seaman , Tom F .  Ketchum , I D  6 457 1 . 1 .  5 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 2  
, 

N 
.po 

',1379 Wynn , G i l l  i an New Haven , CT 6 457 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

',1380 Marsha l l ,  G l en Pocate l l o ,  I D  6 458 1 . 1  

',138 1  Hyde , W i l l i am Ida ho Fa l l  s ,  I D 6 459 5 . 2 5 . 6  

',1382 Drown , Lynn R .  and No l a  E .  F i  l e r ,  I D  6 460 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

',1383 Schu l t z , Chr i stopher , and Shaw , L i nda Ketchum , I D  6 460 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

',1384 Jensen , Peter and Jan ice  I s l and Park , I D  6 461 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 6 . 3  

',1385 Econom i c  Deve l opment Comm i ttee B lackfoot CofC B l ackfoot , I D  6 462 See Ferr i n ,  Lynda 

',1385 Ferr i n ,  Lynda B l ackfoot , I D  6 462 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

',1386 Wa l ker , Tom and Leora Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 462 1 . 1  

',1387 Cameron , Joyce L .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  6 463 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 5 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  6 . 2  

Paqe Response

453

W373 454

W375

W377

W379



o 
I 

N 
U1 

Order 

� 
W388 

W389 

W390 

W392 

W393 

W394 

W395 

W396 

W397 

W398 

W399 

W400 

W401 

W402  

W403 

W404 

W405 

W406 

Name Locat i on 

Se i l e r ,  Mark Bo i se ,  I D  

Fug i t , Scott W .  Bo i s e ,  I D  

Harr i s , Kenneth E .  and Sarah J .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Stanek , A lan E .  and Janette E .  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D  

Uns i gned , An I CPP Emp loyee 

Tren i en ,  B i shop Sy l vester Bo i se ,  I D  

D e  Fabry , Darre l l  Sun Va l ley, I D  

He imbac h ,  Dav i d  V .  Sun Va l ley, I D  

B l a i r ,  Magg i e  Ketchum, I D  

S impson , Pat r i ck and Karen Ketchum, I D  

Ba l l ard , Joyce E .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Boh l , Pau l M .  Bo i se ,  I D  

Monaster i o ,  Frank C .  Mount a i n  Home , I D  

Boh 1 ,  Peggy L .  Bo i se ,  I D  

Robert s ,  Lorry Bo i se ,  I D  

Robert s ,  Chr i st i ne Mount a i n  Home , I D  

McNamara , Debby Ketchum, I D  

Woodward , W i l l i am R .  Ketchum, I D  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

463 

464 

464 

465 

466 

466 

467 

467 

468 

468 

469 

470 

470 

471 

472 

472 

473 

473 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 . 9 ,  5 . 24 . 33 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 5 . 2 7 . 3 . 4 , 5 . 27 . 1 7 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 87 

2 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 1 . 13 ,  5 . 7 . 2 1 , 5 . 29 . 57 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 8 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 9 . 87 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  6 . 2  

Paqe Response

467
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471



o 
I 

N 
m 

Order 

� 
W407 

W408 

W409 

W41 0  

W41 1  

W41 2  

W41 3  

W41 4  

W41 5  

W41 6  

W41 7  

W418 

W419 

W419 

W420 

W421 

Name 

Ferguson , W i l l i am A .  

Sma 1 1 ,  W i  1 1  

Kenda l l ,  Mr . & Mrs . Vernon 

Fasano , Greg 

Cooper , Gertrud M .  

Hansen , Mary Lou and Pau l B .  

Sto l tzfus , Jud ith  

Ph i l l i ps ,  A l berta M .  

Merk ley,  Anne 

I vory , Pame l a  

Murray , Lor i e  

Reno , Norman 

B lackfoot Chamber of Commerce 

Ranck , John 

Langworthy , He len 

Capek , John 

Locat i on 

Bo i se ,  1 0  

P i cabo , I D  

Jerome , I D  

Jackson , WY 

Sun Va l ley , I D  

Teton i a ,  I D  

Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Mer i d i an ,  ! D  

Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

474 

474 

478 

479 

479 

480 

480 

481 

481 

482 

482 

483 

483 

483 

484 

485 

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1  

2 . 1 . 1 , 2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 1 1 . 5 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 7 ,  3 . 6 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  5 . 1 . 1 6 ,  

5 . 2 . 1 5 ,  5 . 5 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 10 ,  5 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 6 ,  5 . 7 . 18 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 4 ,  5 . 2 1 . 1 ,  5 . 25 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 39 , 5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 77 ,  5 . 29 . 82 , 

5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 29 . 103 , 5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 2 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 4 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 2 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 10 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 14 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 7 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 5  

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 

3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 16 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 2 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4 

See Ranck , John 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

Page Response

479



Order 

� Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 
W422  Guelzow, Harry L .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 486 1 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

W423 Bagnard , Dav i d  L .  Bo i se ,  I D  6 487 1 . 1  

W424 Broschofsky, M i nette Ketchum, 1 0  6 487 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

W425 Ga l p i n ,  Caro l J .  Sun Va l l ey ,  I D  6 488 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W426 Tab l e r ,  Ju l i et A .  Bozeman , MT 6 488 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 , 2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  2 . 8 . 7 , 3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  

4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 93 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

W427 Eaton , Mardo Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 490 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 8 , 

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

0 W428 Patch i n ,  Mrs . Co l i n Coeur d ' A lene ,  1 0  6 491 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  I 
N 
""-J 

W429 B l oom , R i chard Dr i ggs , I D  6 492 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 4 ,  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 4  

W430 B l oom , Nancy F i tz Dr iggs , I D  6 493 1 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 1 4 ,  

6 . 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 4 . 4  

W431 Ho l derreed , Andrew H .  Buh 1 ,  I D  6 493 1 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

W432 L utz , Anthony D .  Ketchum , I D  6 494 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 0 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 33 , 5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

W433 K i nney ,  Fam i ly Bo 1 se ,  I D  6 494 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 18 ,  5 . 24 . 1 8 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 29 . 69 

W434 Lodah l ,  C l a i re S .  Ha i ley,  I D  6 496 1 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

W435 Noyce ,  Vera Bo i s e ,  I D  6 497 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W436 Gut i errez , Dav i d  J .  Bo i s e ,  1 0  6 497 2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 7 . 8 ,  5 . 24 . 25 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 

W437 Hefferma n ,  Lo i s  Bo i s e ,  1 0  6 498 1 . 1  

Page Response

490

493

494

494



CJ 
, 

N 
CO 

Order 

� 
W438 

W439 

W440 

W441 

W442 

W443 

W444 

W445 

W446 

W447 

W448 

W449 

W450 

W451 

W452 

W453 

W454 

Name Locat i on 
Hedden-N i ce ly ,  Andy and Deborah Bo i se ,  l D  

Roberts , Ton i M .  Bo i se ,  I D  

Lamet , Caro l Bo i se ,  l D  

Me i s ,  R i chard R .  Bozeman , MT 

Lowry , John M .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Horrocks ,  Char les R .  B lackfoot , l D  

Bowman , Atk i nson , Turman , and Stanger Pocate l lo ,  I D  

W i l son , G l en M .  Bo i s e ,  I D  

V o  l le r ,  Jerry Mer i d i an ,  I D  

Drayton , Stephen W .  Chubbuc k ,  I D 

Wo l l f ,  Leonard Ca ldwe l l ,  I D  

Z i mmerman , Kenneth Sa l t  Lake C i ty ,  UT 

Zac k ,  N e i l R .  Dub l i n ,  CA 

Barker , Mary Jane and Donna L .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Embree , G l enn F .  R i gby , I D  

Hendr i cks , Sy l v i a  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Hendr i cks , Denn i s  K .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo 1 .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

498 

499 

499 

501 

502 

503 

504 

504 

505 

505 

506 

506 

507 

507 

508 

510  

51 1  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 9 

1 . 1 .  4 . 1 5 . 4  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 9 ,  3 . 2 . 25 ,  4 . 10 . 2 ,  4 . 14 , 5 . 10 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 3 . 6 ,  5 . 22 . 6 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 ,  5 . 29 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 6 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 .  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 8 . 6 ,  2 . 8 . 9 ,  2 . 1 3 . 16 ,  3 . 3 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 8 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 . 36 ,  5 . 6 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 45 ,  5 . 29 . 9 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  

5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 .  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 .  6 . 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 .  3 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 16 

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 23 , 5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

1 . 1 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 .  5 . 8 . 1 ,  5 . 10 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 7 .  5 . 1 0 . 9 .  5 . 1 0 . 1 0 ,  5 . 10 . 19 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 .  3 . 2 . 7 .  5 . 25 . 3 .  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Page Response

507

507



o 
I 

N 
I.D 

Order 

� 
W455 

W456 

W456 

W457 

W458 

W459 

W460 

W461  

W461 

W462 

W462 

W463 

W463 

Name Locat ion 
Terra , Jean Bo i se ,  I D  

Broder ick ,  Susan Fort Ha l l ,  I D  

Shoshone-Bannock T r i bes Fort Ha l l ,  I D  

L i vermore , Stacy Pe l l  La  Grande , OR 

Szu l i nsk i ,  M .  J .  R i c h land,  WA 

Key , Doran and Chr i s  Ketchum , I D  

Ke l ly ,  Chr i st i ne M .  Logan , UT 

Hoen i g ,  M i lton M .  Was h i ngton , DC 

Nuc lear Contro l I nst i tute Wash i ngton , DC 

B l anchard , Bruce Was h i ngton , DC 

Env i ronmenta l P roject Rev i ew Was h i ngton , DC 

Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC 

Re i cher , Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC 

Vo 1 .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

5 1 1  

5 1 2  

5 12  

5 1 7  

518  

519  

520 

521 

521 

524 

524 

525 

525 

Sec t i on Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 

2 . 1 . 4 ,  2 . 12 . 5 ,  2 . 1 3 . 19 ,  3 . 2 . 4 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  

5 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 7 . 14 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 12 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 6 , 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 7 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 6 ,  

5 . 27 . 13 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 14 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 14 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 3 3 ,  5 . 29 . 40 ,  

5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 6  

See Broder i ck , Susan 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 60 

2 . 2 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 3 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 4 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 3 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 2 . 16 ,  5 . 2 . 18 ,  

5 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 22 . 6 ,  5 . 24 . 1 0 ,  5 . 24 . 19 ,  5 . 26 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 9  

1 . 1 .  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  2 . 9 ,  2 . 1 2 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 5 , 2 . 1 3 . 1 ,  2 . 13 . 9 ,  

2 . 1 3 . 1 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 9 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 3 

2 . 7 . 13 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 8 . 2 ,  4 . 9 . 5 , 4 . 1 0 . 1 ,  

4 . 15 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 2 7 ,  5 . 1 . 30 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 8 . 4 ,  

5 . 24 . 3 ,  5 . 25 . 1 ,  5 . 25 . 4 ,  5 . 2 6 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 04 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 13 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

See Hoen i g ,  M i l ton M .  

5 . 1 . 29 ,  5 . 3 . 1 2 ,  5 . 1 1 ,  5 . 16 . 2  

See B lanchard , Bruce 

See Re i che r ,  Dan W. 

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 3 ,  2 . 1 . 5 ,  2 . 1 . 6 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 5 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 7 ,  2 . 7 . 13 ,  

2 . 1 3 . 1 1 ,  2 . 1 3 . 1 5 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 2 ,  4 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 4 . 6 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  

4 . 1 0 . 2 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 . 2 ,  4 . 14 .  4 . 15 . 8 ,  5 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 2 . 1 2 ,  

Paqe Response



Cl 
I 

W 
o 

Order 

� 
W463 

W464 

W465 

W466 

W467 

W468 

W469 

W470 

W471 

W472 

W473 

W473 

W474 

W475 

W476 

W477  

Name Locat ion 
Re i che r ,  Oan W .  Wash ington , OC 

H i bbs , Robert A .  Bo i se ,  1 0  

C l eave l and , Ed ith  F .  Bo i se ,  1 0  

T routner ,  Art L . ,  Jr . Lake Fork , 1 0  

Theade , John W .  

Boyd , Thomas Bo i  se , 1 0  

Cobb l ey ,  Steve and Tamara B l ackfoot , 1 0  

Ankersm i t ,  Karen Jackson , WY 

Brown , Ne l l i e I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  

Lowe , W i l l i am B .  Ketchum , 1 0  

Russe l l ,  Rob i e  G .  Seatt l e ,  WA 

U . S .  Env i ronment a l  P rotect ion  Agency, Reg . X Seatt l e ,  WA 

Streeter , Jack Mounta i n  Home , 1 0  

Hem i ngway, Mrs . John H .  

Casson , Mark O .  Bo i se ,  1 0  

Troutner ,  Caro lyn Lake Fork , 1 0  

Va 1 .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

525 

535 

535 

536 

536 

540 

540 

541 

541 

542 

544 

544 

546 

546 

547 

549 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 2 . 13 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 2 . 1 6 ,  5 . 8 . 1 6 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 26 . 1 ,  

5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 26 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 3 0 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 10 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 5 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 6 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 10 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 . 30 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 9  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 3 . 1 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

4 . 13 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

5 . 1 . 1 1 ,  5 . 1 . 35 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 3 . 6 ,  5 . 3 . 9 ,  5 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 23 . 15 ,  

5 . 23 . 23 ,  5 . 23 . 27 ,  5 . 24 . 29 

See Russe l l ,  Rob i e  G .  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 12 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 8 . 3 ,  5 . 24 . 1 1 , 6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  5 . 10 . 7 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Paqe Response

535

535

536

544



Order 

� Name Locat ion VA 1 .  Sect i on Numbers 

W478 Car l son , Car l S .  Idaho Fa l ls ,  I D  6 550 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

W479 P h i l l i p s ,  B i rney Arco , I D  6 550 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

W479 Veterans of Fore ign Wars Arco,  I D  6 550 See Phi l l i p s ,  B i rney 

W480 Boe , Donna H .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  6 551 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 10 ,  5 . 3 0 . 4 . 7  

W48 1  Humberger , G i l  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  6 552 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W482 Modrow , R .  D .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 552 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

W483 Th i ede , Art Ketchum, I D  6 553 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

W484 Pedersen , Leah Ha i ley, ID 6 553 1 . 1  
0 

I 
w W485 Wi l cke , Loree 
....... 

Ketchum, I D  6 554 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 7 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 2 7 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  
5 . 30 . 4 . 7  

W486 Edwards , T .  J .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 555 1 . 1  

W487 Schu l z ,  Lane Ha i ley,  I D  6 556 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 1 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 5 . 30 . 1 . 13 ,  
5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

W488 Bea 1 ,  Renee Bo i se ,  I D  6 556 1 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 87 , 6 . 5 . 5  

W489 Humme l ,  Kay ,  and Fereday ,  Jeff Bo i se ,  I D  6 557 2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 7 ,  2 . 2 . 1 2 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 4 ,  2 . 13 . 16 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 1 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 1 0 . 22 ,  5 . 1 2 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 1 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 27 . 8 ,  5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  5 . 29 . 63 ,  5 . 29 . 66 ,  5 . 29 . 1 0 0 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

W490 Se l f ,  R i chard Ketchum, I D  6 558 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

W491 Schepps , Benjam i n ,  and Stone , He len Ha i ley, I D  6 559 1 . 1 , 3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 13 ,  6 . 3 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

W492 Pet i t ion Bozman , MT 6 559 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 24 . 30 

Paqe Response

555



Order 

N o .  Name Locat ion Vo 1 .  Sect i on N umbers 
W493 Ne l son , Dee Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 560 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

W494 Sanders , R i chard F .  Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 560 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

W495 Da i nes , Don Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 561 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

W496 Eastern Idaho Chapter Hea lth Phys i cs  Soc i ety Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 561 See Horan , John R .  

W497 Fortner , Sh i r ley Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 563 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 , 5 . 28 . 7  

W498 Stra i ton , Steven Ha i ley , ID 6 563 1 . 1  

W499 Brunner , Betsy Bo i s e ,  I D  6 564 1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

W500 Chr i stensen , Ann L .  Stan ley ,  I D  6 564 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  
0 

I 
w W501 Anthony,  George W .  F i ler ,  I D  
N 

6 565 2 . 1 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 49 ,  5 . 24 . 19 ,  5 . 28 . 6 , 5 . 3 1 . 1 7 ,  6 . 2  

W502 Tomseth ,  Bruce Ha i ley , I D  6 567 2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 29 . 97 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8  

W503 Barf i e l d ,  Patr i c i a Onta r i o ,  OR 6 567 1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 ,  6 . 3 ,  
6 . 5 . 5  

W504 Thompson , Deanne Ha i ley ,  ID 6 568 1 . 1 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

W505 Da ley,  Dav i d  and Mary J .  Bo i se ,  I D  6 569 1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 3 6 ,  5 . 13 . 14 

W506 Car l son , Leta Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 570 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

W507 Mart i n ,  Wi l l i am K .  I daho F a  l l s ,  I D  6 570 1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

W508 C lark , Robert L .  Poca te 1 1 0 ,  I D 6 571 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1  

W509 Ado l fson , Ed Idaho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 571 1 . 1 .  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

W510 Symons , Mary and Jerem iah  Be l levue,  I D  6 572 1 . 1 .  2 . 13 . 8 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

W499

Igt  Response



o 
I 

W 
W 

Order 

� 
W51 1 

W51 2  

W51 3  

W514 

W51 5  

W51 6  

W51 7  

W51 8  

W519  

W520 

W521 

W522 

W523 

W524 

W525 

W526 

Name Locat ion 

Swanson , John R .  M i nneapo 1 i s ,  MN 

Pedersen , L ucy Ketchum , I D  

G lasgow , JoAnn Bo i se ,  I D  

M i l l e r ,  Ph i l l i p R .  Bo i se ,  I D  

Mowbray, Laur i Bo i se , I D  

Rude , E r i c  Pocate 1 10 ,  I D 

Dempsey , T r i na Sun Va l ley, I D  

R ice and Da lten , R .  and C .  L .  Ketchum, I D  

Anderson , Jay E .  Pocate l lo ,  I D  

Roc h ,  Arthur P .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Rob i son , Suzanne P .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

De Turk , Suzanne Ketchum, I D  

Freeman , Webb , Sharp , Tarren , Morr i s  Bo ise ,  I D  

Berman , Kat r i na V .  Moscow, I D  

McCarthy, Kent and Barbara Ha i l ey ,  I D  

Luntey , Robert S .  Buh l , I D  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

573 

574 

574 

575 

575 

576 

577 

578 

578 

579 

581 

581 

582 

582 

585 

585 

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 4 

1 . 1  

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 2  

5 . 3 . 1 7 ,  5 . 9 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  2 . 7 . 1 0 ,  4 . 7 . 1 ,  4 . 7 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  5 . 9 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  5 . 1 . 45 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 23 . 4 ,  

5 . 2 5 . 5 ,  5 . 29 . 3 1 ,  5 . 31 . 14 

1 . 1 ,  3 . 4 ,  4 . 9 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 4 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 6 ,  2 . 1 1 . 1 2 ,  2 . 13 . 1 0 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 3 ,  4 . 1 2 ,  4 . 15 . 5 ,  

5 . 1 . 2 ,  5 . 1 . 8 ,  5 . 1 . 9 ,  5 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 . 21 ,  5 . 2 . 14 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  

5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 13 . 5 ,  5 . 13 . 9 ,  5 . 13 . 14 ,  5 . 2 2 . 3 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 22 . 6 ,  

5 . 23 . 15 ,  5 . 25 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5 , 

5 . 29 . 2 , 5 . 29 . 1 2 ,  5 . 29 . 18 ,  5 . 29 . 24 ,  5 . 29 . 28 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1 ,  

5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 4 ,  6 . 1 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

Paqe Response

574

574

575



o 
I 

W 
� 

Order 

No . 

W527 

W528 

W528 

W529 

W530 

W531 

W532 

W532 

W533 

W534 

W535 

W536 

W537 

W538 

W539 

W540 

W541 

Name 

Bow l er , Ned W .  

C i t i zens Aga i nst Nuc Weapons & Exterm i nat i on 

Hanson , Gertrude 

Ambueh l ,  Randa l l  A .  

Boeste r ,  Robert 

Reed , Mary Lou 

Eastern I daho Chapter Hea lth  Phys ics  Soc i ety 

Honkus ,  Roche l le J .  

Orr , M i chae l C .  

Fuentes-W i l l i ams , L .  

Getu s l y ,  Karen 

Thurman , Jan i s  

Thurman , K i rk 

Nestor , Dav id  E .  and Donna L .  

Gr i ff i n ,  Lou i s  H .  

Rob i nson , Jera ld L .  

Chu , Ted 

Locat i on 

B l i ss ,  I D  

Coeur d 'A l ene , I D  

Coeur d ' A lene , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Coeur d ' A l ene , I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

Coeur d 'A l ene , I D  

Bo i se ,  I D  

B l ackfoot , I D  

B lackfoot , I D  

McCammon , I D 

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

5 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

586 

586 

586 

590 

590 

59 1 

59 1 

59 1 

594 

595 

596 

597 

597 

598 

599 

600 

600 

Sect ion Numbers 

1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  4 . 3 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

See Hanson , Gertrude 

2 . 2 . 1 0 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 7 . 1 2 ,  5 . 22 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 3 1 , 

5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 9 7 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 5  

1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 7 ,  4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

1 .  1 ,  4 .  1 3 ,  5 .  1 .  2 1 ,  5 .  1 0 . 5 ,  5 .  1 2  . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 8 . 7 ,  5 . 1 . 38 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 95 

See Honkus , Roche l le J .  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 1 . 46 ,  5 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 8 . 8 ,  5 . 18 . 4 ,  5 . 19 . 4  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  2 . 3 ,  2 . 1 1 . 2 ,  3 . 2 . 1 6 ,  3 . 2 . 18 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  4 . 13 ,  

5 . 1 . 21 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 29 . 1  

1 . 1 .  2 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 3 ,  2 . 8 . 6 ,  2 . 8 . 1 0 ,  3 . 2 . 1 ,  4 . 6 , 4 . 9 . 5 , 4 . 1 0 . 5 ,  

5 . 23 . 1 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 97 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 7  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 1 5 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 5 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 24 ,  5 . 27 . 2 ,  5 . 27 . 5 . 2 ,  

5 . 27 . 6 . 2 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 9 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 2 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 , 4 . 9 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 1 7 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 3  

Page Response



o 
I 

W 
(J1 

Order 

� 
W542 

W543 

W544 

W545 

W546 

W547 

W548 

W549 

W550 

W551 

W552 

W552 

W553 

W553 

W554 

W555 

W556 

Name Locat i on 
Brostron , Jody I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Be 1 1 ,  Zeb K imber ly ,  I D  

Campbe l l ,  Mary L .  McCa 1 1 ,  I D  

Bergman , Cha r les C .  Tw i n  Fa l l s ,  I D  

Brown , L i nda S .  Mer i d ian , I D  

Tay lor ,  Cather i ne Ketchum ,  I D  

Herbert , John W .  and Gera l d i ne A .  Ketchum , I D  

Go ldsm i t h ,  G len Lava Hot Spri ngs , I D  

Penge l ly ,  Laure Bo i s e ,  I D  

Kastores , Cr i s  and Rebecca Ketchum , I D  

Bur ley Area Development Commiss i on Burley,  I D  

Matthews , Pau l W .  Burley,  I D  

Ha i ley,  C i ty of Ha i ley, I D  

M i x ,  Mary Ann Ha i ley , I D  

Pet i t i o n ,  ( Pat l a ,  Debra ) V i ctor , I D  

Tschaeche,  A .  N .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Donovan , R i chard Bo i se ,  I D  

Vo l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

601 

601 

602 

602 

603 

604 

604 

605 

606 

606 

607 

607 

607 

607 

608 

6 1 2  

6 1 5  

Sect i on Numbers 

1 . 1 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 , 5 . 27 . 1 0 ,  6 . 1 . 9 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  6 . 1 . 2  

1 . 1 , 5 . 24 . 3 1  

1 . 1 , 4 . 3 , 4 . 15 . 5 , 5 . 2 . 13 , 5 . 2 . 14 , 5 . 1 0 . 5 , 5 . 12 . 1 , 5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  

6 . 2  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  5 . 1 . 42 ,  5 . 13 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 3 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 2 1 ,  5 . 1 0 . 4 ,  5 . 1 2 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 9 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 0 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 27 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 4 ,  6 . 3  

See Matthews , Pau l W .  

5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 9 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

See M i x ,  Mary Ann 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3 ,  6 . 3  

1 . 1 ,  6 . 2  

5 . 13 . 2 1 ,  5 . 23 . 9 ,  5 . 23 . 14 ,  5 . 23 . 29 ,  5 . 29 . 79 

2 . 4 ,  2 . 1 1 . 6 ,  2 . 1 1 . 7 ,  5 . 1 . 1 0 ,  5 . 1 . 23 ,  5 . 1 . 4 7 ,  5 . 1 . 48 ,  5 . 3 . 1 ,  

5 . 3 . 2 ,  5 . 3 . 3 ,  5 . 3 . 4 ,  5 . 3 . 5 ,  5 . 3 . 7 ,  5 . 3 . 14 ,  5 . 3 . 1 5 ,  5 . 3 . 1 6 ,  

5 . 3 . 18 ,  5 . 3 . 1 9 ,  5 . 3 . 20 ,  5 . 4 . 1 ,  5 . 6 . 6 ,  5 . 6 . 7 ,  5 . 7 . 1 ,  5 . 7 . 2 ,  

Paqe Response



Order 

J!2.:..... 
W556 

W556 

W557 

W558 

o W559 
, 

w 
en 

W559 

W560 

W561 

W562 

W563 

W564 

W565 

W566 

Name Locat i on 
Donovan , R i chard Bo i se ,  I D  

I daho Department of Hea lth & We l fare Bo i se ,  I D  

Jobe , Lowe 1 1  A .  R i gby , I D  

Maj ,  Mary Beth Dr iggs , I D  

Env i ronmenta l Defense Fund Bou lder,  CO 

Kassen , Me 1 i nda Bou lder , CO 

Lawrosk i ,  Harry I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  

Wear i n ,  Larry Bo i se ,  I D  

Co i ner ,  K imber ly  Bo i se ,  I D  

Booze l ,  Raymond D .  Mer i d i a n ,  I D  

Ye l len , Car l  W .  Nampa , I D  

Roche , Cra i g  H a  i l ey ,  I D  

Jackson , Jay R .  Bo i se ,  I D  

Va l .  

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 

6 15  

6 15  

657 

657 

658 

658 

662 

663 

663 

664 

664 

665 

665 

Sect i on Numbers 

5 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 7 . 4 ,  5 . 7 . 5 ,  5 . 8 . 5 ,  5 . 8 . 1 1 ,  5 . 8 . 12 ,  5 . 8 . 14 ,  5 . 8 . 1 5 ,  

5 . 8 . 1 8 ,  5 . 8 . 19 ,  5 . 9 . 2 ,  5 . 13 . 7 ,  5 . 1 3 . 20 ,  5 . 1 6 . 3 ,  5 . 1 7 . 1 ,  

5 . 18 . 1 ,  5 . 18 . 3 ,  5 . 19 . 1 ,  5 . 19 . 2 ,  5 . 19 . 3 ,  5 . 19 . 4 ,  5 . 19 . 5 , 

5 . 19 . 6 ,  5 . 2 1 . 4 , 5 . 2 1 . 7 ,  5 . 23 . 6 , 5 . 23 . 1 2 ,  5 . 23 . 2 0 ,  5 . 23 . 25 ,  

5 . 29 . 51 , 5 . 29 . 67 ,  5 . 29 . 75 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 1 7 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 20 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 22 ,  

5 . 30 . 1 . 23 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 24 ,  5 . 30 . 1 . 27 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 1 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 4 ,  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5 , 5 . 30 . 4 . 10 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 5 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 6 ,  5 . 3 1 . 3 ,  

5 . 31 . 6  

See Donovan , R i chard 

3 . 3 . 1 ,  4 . 15 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 

1 . 1 ,  4 . 13 ,  4 . 14 ,  5 . 2 9 . 95 ,  5 . 30 . 3 . 8 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 9 ,  6 .3 

See Kassen , Me l i nda 

5 . 24 . 14 , 5 . 29 . 3 ,  5 . 29 . 7 ,  5 . 2 9 . 8 ,  5 . 29 . 9 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 ,  5 . 29 . 15 ,  

5 . 29 . 1 6 ,  5 . 29 . 18 ,  5 . 29 . 19 ,  5 . 29 . 2 1 ,  5 . 2 9 . 2 2 ,  5 . 29 . 24 ,  

5 . 29 . 26 ,  5 . 29 . 29 ,  5 . 29 . 30 ,  5 . 29 . 33 ,  5 . 29 . 3 6 ,  5 . 29 . 38 ,  

5 . 29 . 4 2 ,  5 . 29 . 44 ,  5 . 29 . 49 , 5 . 29 . 50 ,  5 . 29 . 58 ,  5 . 2 9 . 69 ,  

5 . 29 . 70 ,  5 . 29 . 8 1  

1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  3 . 4 ,  5 . 28 . 6 ,  5 . 2 8 . 7  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 30 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 7 . 3 ,  5 . 28 . 6  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 27 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 23 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1 ,  5 . 28 . 3 ,  5 . 30 . 2 . 5 ,  6 . 2  

1 . 1  

1 . 1 ,  4 . 1 5 . 4 ,  6 . 2  

Paqe Response



Order 

N o .  Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 
W567 Spoffard ,  Cathy Bo i se ,  I D  6 666 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 2 ,  2 . 1 2 . 4 ,  4 . 13 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  6 . 5 . 5  

W568 Jackson , Maureen Bo i se ,  I D  6 667 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 ,  3 . 2 . 2 ,  5 . 24 . 3 0 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W569 I kard , Ike  B l ackfoot , I D  6 667 1 . 1 ,  5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5 ,  5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

W570 Pet i t i on 6 668 1 . 1  

W571 Pet i t i on 6 668 1 . 1  

W572 Letter De l eted , I nteroff i ce Memorandum A l buquerque ,  NM 6 669 I nteroff ice  Memorandum 

W572 U . S .  Department of E nergy A l buquerque , NM 6 669 See Letter De leted , Interoff ice Memorandum 

W573 E lder ,  G i nney LaGrande , OR 6 670 1 . 1 ,  2 . 7 . 8 , 4 . 1 5 . 5 ,  5 . 1 . 4 2 ,  5 . 13 . 14 ,  5 . 24 . 27 ,  5 . 29 . 32 , 

0 5 . 29 . 87 
I 

w 
....... 

W574 H i t z ,  Bebe I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 671  7 . 1  

W575 Geery , Dan i e l  She l l ey ,  I D  6 671 7 . 2  

W576 Geery , Dan i e l  She l ley , I D  6 672 7 . 3  

W577 Bre i ter , Edward I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 672 7 . 4  

W578 Eastern I daho Chapter Hea lth Phys ics  Soc i ety I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 673 See Horan , John R .  

W578 Horan , John R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 673 7 . 5  

W579 Eastern I daho Chapter Hea lth Phys ics  Soc i ety I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 673 See Horan , John R .  

W579 Horan , John R .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 673 7 . 6  

W580 O l son , M i chae l R ,  Bo i se ,  I D  6 674 7 . 7  

W581 Env i ronmenta l Defense Fund Bou lder , CO 6 675 See Kassen , Me l i nda 

Page Response



Order 

No . Name Locat i on Vo 1 .  Sect i on Numbers 

WS81 Kassen , Me 1 i nda Bou lde r ,  CO 6 675 7 . 8  

WS82 Envi ronmenta l Defense Fund Bou lde r ,  CO 6 675 See Kassen , Me l i nda 

WS82 Kassen , Me l i nda Bou lder ,  CO 6 675 7 . 9 

WS83 Envi ronmenta l Defense Fund Bou l de r ,  CO 6 676 See Kassen , Me l i nda 

WS83 Kassen , Me l i nda Bou lde r ,  CO 6 676 7 . 10 

WS84 Cochran , Thomas 8 .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 676 7 . 1 1 

WS84 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l Wash i ngton , DC 6 676 See Cochran , Thomas B. 

WS8S Cochran , Thomas B .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 677 7 . 1 2 

0 
I 

WS8S Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  6 677 See Cochran , Thomas B.  w Was h i ngton , DC 
CO 

WS86 Cochran , Thomas B .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 677 7 . 13 

WS86 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 677 See Cochran , Thomas B. 

WS87 Cochran , Thomas B .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 678 7 . 14 

WS87 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 678 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

WS88 Cochran , Thomas B .  Was h i ngton , DC 6 678 7 . 15 

WS88 Natu ra l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 678 See Cochran , Thomas B. 

WS89 Cochran , Thomas B .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 679 7 . 16 

WS89 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 679 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

WS90 Cochran , Thomas B .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 679 7 . 1 7 

It/S90 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 679 See Cochran , Thomas B .  

Page Response



Order 

� Name Loca t i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 
W591 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 680 See Sa lzman , Jason 

W591 S a l zman ,  Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 680 7 . 18 

W592 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 680 See Sa lzman , Jason 

W592 S a l zman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 680 7 . 19 

W593 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 681 See Sa lzman , Jason 

W593 Sa lzman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 681 7 . 20  

W594 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 681 See Sa lzman , Jason 

W594 Sa lzman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 681 7 . 2 1  
Cl 

I 
W595 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  6 682 See Sa lzman , Jason w Wash i ngton , DC 

\0 

W595 Sa lzman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 682 7 . 22 

W596 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 682 See Sa lzman , Jason 

W596 Sa l zman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 682 7 . 23 

W597 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 683 See Sa lzman ,  Jason 

W597 Sa lzman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 683 7 . 24 

W598 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 683 See Sa lzman ,  Jason 

W598 Sa l zman ,  Jason Was h i ngton , DC 6 683 7 . 25 

W599 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 684 See Sa lzman ,  Jason 

W599 Sa l zman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 684 7 . 26 

W600 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 684 See Sa lzman , Jason 

Paqe Response



Order 

No . Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sect i on Numbers 

W600 Sa lzman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 684 7 . 27 

W601 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 685 See Sa l zman , Jason 

W601 S a l zman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 685 7 . 28 

W602 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC 6 685 See Sa l zman , Jason 

W602 Sa l zman , Jason Wash i ngton , DC 6 685 7 . 29 

W603 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 686 See Sa lzman , Jason 

W603 S a l zman ,  Jason Was h i ngton , DC 6 686 7 . 30 

W604 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l Wash i ngton , DC 6 686 See Sa lzman , Jason 

0 
I 

W604 S a l zman , Jason 7 . 3 1  
.,.. Wash i ngton , DC 6 686 
0 

W605 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 687 See Re i cher , Dan W .  

W605 Re i cher , Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC 6 687 7 . 32 

W606 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 687 See Re i cher , Dan W .  

W606 R e i cher , Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC 6 687 7 . 33 

W607 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Was h i ngton , DC 6 688 See Re i cher,  Dan W.  

W607 Re i cher , Dan W .  Was h i ngton , DC 6 688 7 . 34 

W608 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 688 See Re i cher , Dan W .  

W608 R e i cher ,  Dan W .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 688 7 . 35 

W609 Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 689 See Re i cher , Dan W .  

W609 Re i che r ,  Dan W .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 689 7 . 36 

Paqe Response

7.33

7.34

7.35



Order 

� Name Locat i on Vo l .  Sec t i on N umbers 

W61 0  Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 689 See Rei cher,  Dan W .  

W61 0  Re icher , Dan W .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 689 7 . 3 7  

W61 1  Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash ington , DC 6 690 See Re i cher,  Dan W. 

W61 1  Re i cher,  Dan W .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 690 7 . 38 

W61 2  Natura l Resources Defense Counc i l  Wash i ngton , DC 6 690 See Re icher , Dan W .  

W612  Re icher , Dan W .  Wash i ngton , DC 6 690 7 . 39 

W613 Torf , Mark Bo i se ,  I D  6 69 1 7 . 40 

W614 Torf , Mark Bo i se , I D  6 691 7 . 4 1  

0 
I 

""" 
...... 

W61 5  Carpente r ,  Lynne Mounta i n  Home , I D  6 692 7 . 42 

W616 Marchbanks , Brent Bo i se ,  I D  6 692 7 . 43 

W61 7  Hansen , E r i c  D .  She l ley, I D  6 693 7 . 44 

W618 Lange r ,  S .  I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 693 7 . 45 

W619 Env i ronmenta l Defense Fund Bou lder ,  CO 6 694 See Kassen , Me l i nda 

W619 Kassen , Me l i nda Bou lder , CO 6 694 7 . 46 

W620 W i l l i ams , Mathew I daho Fa l l s ,  I D  6 694 7 . 47 

W62 1  A lbr ight , Dav id  Wash ington , DC 6 695 7 . 48 

W621 Federat i on of Amer ican Sc i ent i sts Wash i ngton , DC 6 695 See A l br ight , Dav i d  

W622 A l br i ght , Dav id  Wash i ngton , DC 6 695 7 . 49 

W622 Federat ion of Amer i can S,c i ent i sts Wash i ngton , DC 6 695 See A lb r i ght , Dav id  

-- La at  Response
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Order 

� Name Loca t i on Vo 1 .  Sect i on Numbers 
W623 A lbr i ght , Dav i d  Wash i ngton , DC 6 696 7 . 50 

W623 Federat i on of Ame r i can Sc i en t i sts Wash i ngton , DC 6 696 See A lbr ight , Dav i d  

W624 Anderson , Randon C .  I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  6 696 7 . 5 1 

W625 But i kofer ,  Robert I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 697 7 . 52 

W626 Gar n ,  Troy I daho Fa l l s ,  1 0  6 698 7 . 53 

W627 Hart l i n e ,  Ra l ph A .  I daho F a  l l s ,  1 0  6 698 7 . 54 

W628 Go l dschm i dt ,  Ne i l ,  Governor Sa lem ,  OR 6 699 1 . 1 ,  3 . 2 . 8 ,  3 . 5 . 1 ,  4 . 1 ,  4 . 6 ,  4 . 15 . 1 ,  5 . 9 . 5 ,  5 . 2 1 . 5 ,  5 . 22 . 3 ,  

5 . 24 . 18 ,  5 . 26 . 2 ,  5 . 26 . 7 ,  5 . 29 . 1 ,  5 . 29 . 1 0 2 ,  5 . 29 . 1 1 3 ,  

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 6 ,  5 . 30 . 4 . 14 ,  5 . 30 . 5 . 1 7 ,  5 . 3 1 . 5 , 6 . 2  

0 
I 

W628 Oregon , State of Sa l em ,  OR 699 See Go ldschm idt ,  Ne i l ,  Governor +>- 6 
N 

W629 Druss , Mark Bo i s e ,  1 0  6 701  2 . 1 . 1 ,  5 . 15  

W630 H i gg i nson , K .  Ke i th Bo i se ,  1 0  6 701  5 . 16 . 3  

W630 I daho Department of Water Resources Bo i s e ,  I D  6 701 See H i gg i nson , K.  Ke i th 

W631 Manata , Susan F .  Santa Barbra CA 6 702 1 . 1 ,  5 . 24 . 31 , 6 . 2  

- Page Response
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Sect i on  N o .  

1 . 1  

APPEND IX  E 

RESPONSE - CONTR I BUTOR CORRELAT I ON 

Order Numbers 

B001 , B002 , B003 , B004 , B00 5 ,  B006 , B0 12 , B0 13 , B 0 14 ,  B0 15 , B0 1 7 ,  B019 , B02 0 ,  B022 , B023 , 

B02 4 ,  B02 7 , B02 8 ,  B029 , B030 , B032 , B033 , B034 ,  B03 5 ,  B03 6 ,  B037 , B040 , B04 1 ,  B042 , B044 , 

B045 , B046 , B047 , B048 , B049 , B050 , B051 , B052 , B053 , B055 , B056 , B058 , B061 , B062 , B06 4 ,  

B065 , B06 7 ,  B068 , B069 , B070 , B07 1 ,  B073 , B074 , B07 6 ,  B07 7 ,  B078 , B079 , B08 1 ,  B082 , B083 , 

B08 6 ,  B087 , B088 , B089 , B09 0 ,  B09 1 ,  B09 4 ,  B09 6 ,  B09 7 ,  B098 , B 1 0 1 , B 102 , B 103 , 8 1 0 4 ,  B 105 , 

B 106 , B 1 0 7 ,  B 1 1 0 ,  B 1 1 1 ,  B 1 1 3 , B 1 1 4 ,  B 1 1 5 ,  B 1 1 7 ,  B201 . B203 , B204 , B20 7 ,  B208 , B209 , B2 1 0 ,  

B2 1 1 ,  B2 1 2 ,  B213 , B 2 1 4 ,  B2 1 5 ,  B 2 1 6 ,  B 2 18 ,  B22 0 ,  B22 1 ,  B224 , B22 5 ,  B22 6 ,  B2 27 , B229 , B23 0 ,  

B23 1 ,  B23 2 ,  B233 , B23 5 ,  B23 7 ,  B23 8 ,  B239 , B240 , B241 , B242 , B243 , B244 , B24 5 ,  B24 6 ,  B24 7 ,  

B248 , B2 5 0 ,  B251 , B252 , B253 , B254 , B255 , B256 , B2 57 , B258 , B259 , B260 , B26 1 ,  B262 , B264 , 

B266 , B26 7 ,  B268 , E005 , E006 , E007 , E008 , E 0 1 0 ,  E 0 1 0A ,  E0 14 , E 0 1 5 ,  E0 1 6 ,  E 0 1 8 ,  E0 19 , E019A ,  

E02 0 ,  E02 1 , E022 , E023 , E024 , E02 6 ,  E02 7 ,  E02 8 ,  E029 , E03 0 ,  E03 1 ,  E032 , E033 , E034 , E03 5 ,  

E03 6 ,  E03 7 ,  E03 8 ,  E03 9 ,  E04 0 ,  E042 , E 043 , E044 , E045 , E046 , E04 7 ,  E048 , E 049 , E050 , E051 , 

E052 , E053 , E054 , E055 , E056 , E057 , E058 , E059 , E060 , E06 1 ,  E062 , E063 , E064 , E 0 6 5 ,  E066 , 

E067 , E068 , E069 , E07 1 , E072 , E073 , E074 , E 0 75 ,  E 0 7 6 ,  E077 , E078 , E079 , E080 , E08 1 ,  E 082 , 

E083 , E084 , E085 , E086 , E087 , E088 , E089 , E09 0 ,  E09 1 ,  E092 , E093 , E094 , E09 5 ,  E09 6 ,  E097 , 

E 09 8 ,  E 099 , E lOO , E 10 1 , E 1 02 , E 1 03 , E 1 0 4 ,  E l 0 5 ,  E 1 0 6 ,  E l 07 , E l 08 ,  E l 09 ,  E 1 1 0 ,  E l 1 1 , E l 1 2 ,  

E 1 1 3 , E 1 1 4 ,  E 1 1 5 ,  E 1 1 6 ,  E 1 1 8 ,  E 1 1 9 ,  E 1 22 , E 1 23 ,  E 1 2 4 ,  E 1 2 5 ,  E 1 2 6 ,  E 1 2 7 ,  E l 2 8 ,  E 1 29 , E 130 , 

E 13 1 ,  E 132 , E l33 , E l 3 4 ,  E l 3 5 ,  E 136 , E 1 3 7 , E 138 , E 139 , E 1 40 , E l 43 , E 144 , E 145 , E l 46 ,  E 147 , 

E 148 , E 149 , E 150 , E 1 52 , E 16 0 ,  E 1 62 , E 163 , E 1 64 ,  E 1 6 5 ,  E 1 66 , E 167 , E 1 68 ,  E 1 69 , E 1 7 0 ,  E 1 7 6 ,  

E l 7 7 ,  E l 8 0 ,  E 182 , E 183 , E 1 8 4 ,  E l8 5 ,  E 1 8 6 ,  E 187 , E 1 88 ,  E 189 , E 1 9 1 , E 1 92 , E 193 , E l 9 4 ,  E 1 9 5 ,  

E 1 9 6 ,  E l 9 7 , E 199 , E201 . E202 , E204 , E206 , E207 , E209 , E21 0 ,  E2 1 1 ,  E2 1 2 ,  E 2 13 , E 2 1 5 ,  E 2 1 6 ,  

E2 1 7 ,  E 2 18 , E 2 1 9 , E 2 2 0 ,  E22 1 , E22 2 ,  E223 , E224 , E 2 2 5 ,  E22 6 ,  E22 7 ,  E228 , E229 , E23 2 ,  E233 , 

E234 , E23 5 ,  E23 6 ,  E23 8 ,  E239 , E24 1 , E242 , E243 , E244 , E245 , E246 , E247 , E248 , E249 , E 2 50 ,  

E 25 1 , E 2 52 , E253 , E254 , E 256 ,  E257 , E258 , E259 , E 260 ,  E261 , E262 , E263 , E264 , E 2 6 5 ,  E 2 66 ,  

E267 , E268 , E269 , E273 , E274 , E275 , E276 , E277 , E 2 78 ,  E279 , E280 , E281 , E282 , E283 , E284 , 

E285 , E286 , E287 , E 288 , E289 , E29 0 ,  E29 1 ,  E292 , E293 , E294 , E29 5 ,  E29 6 ,  E297 , E298 . E299 . 

E301 . E302 . E303 , E304 , E30 5 .  E306 . E307 . E308 . E309 , E3 1 0 .  E31 1 ,  E3 12 . E313 . E314 . E3 1 7 .  

E32 0 .  E32 1 , E32 2 .  E324 , E32 5 ,  E328 , E331 , E332 , E333 . E33 4 .  E33 5 .  E33 6 .  E337 , E338 , E340 . 

E341 , E342 , E343 . E345 . E346 , E347 , E348 , E350 , E351 . E352 . E353 . E354 . E 355 .  E356 , E359 . 

E360 . E362 , E363 . E364 , E365 . E366 . E367 . E369 , E370 , E37 1 . E372 , E373 , E 3 7 5 .  E 3 7 6 .  E377 . 

E378 . E379 , E380 , E381 , E382 . E383 , E384 , E385 , E386 , E388 . E389 , E39 0 .  E39 1 . E39 2 .  E393 , 

E394 , E39 5 ,  E39 6 ,  E39 7 .  E398 , E400 , E401 , E402 , E403 . E404 . E405 . E40 6 .  E407 , E408 , E409 . 

E 4 1 0 .  E4 1 1 .  E41 2 ,  E413 , E 4 14 .  E4 1 5 ,  E 4 1 6 .  E4 1 7 .  E 4 18 .  E419 . E42 0 .  E42 1 . E422 , E423 , E42 5 .  

E427 . E428 , E43 0 ,  E43 1 , E432 , E433 . E434 .  E43 5 .  E43 6 ,  E437 , E438 . E439 , E440 . E441 . E442 . 

E443 , E444 , E445 , E446 , E448 . E449 . E450 , E45 1 . E452 . E453 . E454 , E456 . E45 7 .  E458 , E459 . 

E46 0 .  E461 . E46 2 ,  E463 . E464 . E465 , E466 . E467 , E468 , E469 . E470 . E47 2 .  E473 , E47 5 .  E476 . 

E477 . E479 , E480 , E481 , E482 . E483 . E484 , E48 5 .  E48 6 ,  E487 , E488 , E489 , E49 0 .  E49 1 .  E49 2 ,  

E493 , E49 4 ,  E49 5 ,  E49 6 ,  E497 , E49 8 .  E500 , E502 . E 503 . E504 . E505 . E506 . E50 7 .  E508 , E 509 . 

E5 1 0 .  E5 1 1 ,  E 5 1 2 . E51 4 .  E 5 1 6 .  E5 1 7 ,  E 5 18 .  E519 , E 520 .  E 52 1 . E 522 . E523 . E524 . E 5 25 ,  E 5 26 .  

E 528 .  E 529 , E 53 0 ,  E 53 1 , E532 . E533 . E53 4 .  E53 5 ,  E53 6 ,  E537 . E538 , E539 , E540 . E541 . E542 , 

E543 . E544 . E545 , E546 , E547 . E548 . E550 . E551 . E552 , E553 , E554 , E555 , E556 . E 557 . E558 , 

E559 , E 560 ,  E561 , E562 , E563 , E564 , E565 , E566 . E56 7 ,  E568 . E569 . E 5 7 1 . E 57 2 .  E573 . E 5 74 .  

E57 5 ,  E57 6 ,  E577 , E578 , E579 , E580 , E581 , E582 , E583 , E584 , E585 . E 586 , E587 , E588 , E589 . 

E 59 0 .  E59 1 , E592 , E 593 , E594 , E59 5 .  E597 . E598 , E599 . E601 . E602 . E603 , E 605 . E606 , E607 , 

E609 , E 61 0 ,  E61 1 ,  E 6 1 2 ,  E6 13 . E 6 14 .  E6 1 5 .  E 6 1 6 .  E6 1 7 .  E 6 18 . E6 19 , E62 0 .  E62 1 . E622 . E623 , 

E624 , E625 , E627 , E628 , E629 , E630 . E63 1 , E632 . E633 . E634 , E63 7 .  E638 , E639 . E64 1 .  E 642 . 

E643 , E644 , E645 , E646 , E647 , E650 , E651 , E652 , E653 . E 654 . E65 6 .  E659 . E660 . E661 , E662 . 

E663 , E664 , E665 . E666 , E667 . E668 , E670 . E67 1 , E 67 2 .  E673 . E674 . E67 5 ,  E676 . E677 . E678 . 

E - l  



Sect i on No .  

1 . 1  

Order Numbers 

E679 , E68o , E681 , E682 , E683 , E684 , E685 , E686 , E687 , E688 , E689 , E69 o ,  E69 1 , E692 , E693 , 

E694 , E69 5 ,  E696 , E69 7 , E698 , E 7 oo ,  E 702 , E 703 , E 704 , E 705 , E 706 , E 707 , E708 , E 709 , E 7 1 o ,  

E 7 1 1 ,  E 7 1 2 ,  E 7 13 , E 7 14 , E 7 1 5 ,  E 7 1 6 ,  E 7 1 7 ,  E 7 1 9 , E 7 2o , E 72 1 , E 722 , E 723 , E 7 24 ,  E725 , E726 , 

E727 , E 7 28 ,  E729 , E 7 3 o ,  E 73 1 ,  E732 , E733 , E734 , E 73 5 ,  E 73 6 ,  E 73 7 ,  E 73 8 ,  E 739 , E 74o ,  E 74 1 , 

E742 , E 743 , E744 , E745 , E747 , E 748 , E749 , E 75o , E 7 5 1 , E 752 , E 7 54 ,  E756 , E 757 , E 7 58 ,  E 759 , 

E 76o , E762 , E763 , E 765 , E766 , E 767 , E 768 , E 769 , E 77o , E 77 1 , E772 , E 773 , E 774 , E 7 7 5 , E 776 , 

E778 , E 779 , E 78 1 , E782 , E 783 , E784 , E786 , E787 , E788 , E789 , E 79 o ,  E 79 1 ,  E 79 2 ,  E793 , E 794 , 

E 79 5 ,  E 79 6 ,  E 797 , E798 , E8o o ,  E801 , E802 , E803 , E804 , E805 , E806 , E807 , E808 , E809 , E81 1 ,  

1 00 1 . 1 002 , 1 003 , 1 004 , 1 008 , 1 0 1 0 ,  1 0 1 1 ,  1 0 1 2 ,  1 0 13 , 1 01 4 ,  1 0 1 5 ,  1 01 6 ,  1 01 7 ,  1 0 1 8 ,  1 01 9 ,  

1 02 1 , 1 02 2 ,  1 024 , 1 02 5 ,  1 02 7 ,  1 028 , 1 029 , 1 03 1 . 1 03 2 ,  1 033 , 1 034 , 1 03 6 ,  1 03 7 ,  1 038 , 1 039 , 

1 040 , 1 04 1 . 1 042 , 1 043 , 1 044 , 1 04 5 ,  1 046 , 1 047 , 1 048 , 1 049 , 1 05 1 . 1 052 , 1 053 , 1 054 , 1 055 , 

1 05 7 ,  1 058 , 1 059 , 1 06 0 ,  1 06 1 , 1 062 , 1 063 , 1 064 , 1 065 , 1 066 , 1 067 , 1 068 , 1 069 , 1 070 , 1 07 1 , 

1 072 , 1 073 , 1 0 7 4 ,  1 075 , 1 07 6 ,  1 0 7 7 , 1 0 78 , 1 079 , 1 080 , 1 08 1 . 1 083 , 1 084 , 1 086 , 1 08 7 ,  1 088 , 

1 089 , 1 09 0 ,  1 09 1 ,  1 092 , 1 093 , 1 09 4 ,  1 09 6 ,  1 1 0 0 ,  1 50 1 , 1 502 , 1 504 , 1 505 , 1 506 , 1 508 , 1 509 , 

1 5 1 0 ,  1 5 1 1 ,  1 5 13 , 1 5 1 4 ,  1 5 1 5 ,  1 5 1 6 ,  1 5 1 7 ,  1 5 1 8 ,  1 5 19 , 1 52 0 ,  1 52 1 , 1 5 22 , 1 5 2 4 ,  1 525 , 1 526 , 

1 52 7 , 1 528 , 1 529 , 1 5 3 0 ,  1 53 1 ,  1 533 , 1 53 4 ,  1 53 5 ,  1 536 , 1 538 , 1 539 , 1 540 , 1 542 , 1 544 , 1 54 5 ,  

1 546 , 1 548 , 1 549 , 1 550 , 1 552 , 1 553 , 1 554 , TOO l ,  To02 , To03 , To04 , To05 , To06 , To0 7 ,  To08 , 

To09 , TOlD ,  TOl l ,  To12 , To13 , To1 5 ,  To 1 6 ,  T o 18 ,  To19 , T02 o ,  T02 1 , T02 2 ,  T02 5 ,  T02 7 , T03 o ,  

T03 l , T03 2 ,  T033 , T03 4 ,  T03 5 ,  T03 6 ,  T03 7 ,  T04o , T04 1 ,  T042 , T043 , T044 , T045 , T046 , T047 , 

T048 , T049 , T05 l ,  T052 , T054 , T055 , T05 7 ,  T058 , T059 , T06o , T061 , T062 , T063 , T064 , T06 5 ,  

T06 7 ,  T068 , T069 , T07o , T071 , T072 , T073 , T074 , T07 7 , T078 , T079 , T08o , T08 l ,  T082 , T083 , 

T08 5 ,  T50 1 , T502 , T503 , T505 , T506 , T509 , T5 1 o ,  T5 l 1 ,  T5l3 , T5 1 4 ,  T5l 5 ,  T5 1 6 ,  T5 l 7 ,  T5l8 , 

T519 , T52 1 , T522 , T523 , T524 , T528 , T53 o ,  T532 , T533 , T534 , T53 5 ,  T53 6 ,  T53 7 ,  T538 , T54 l ,  

T542 , T543 , T544 , T545 , T546 , T547 , T548 , T552 , T553 , T554 , T555 , T556 , T557 , T558 , T559 , 

T56 1 ,  T563 , T564 , T565 , T566 , T567 , T568 , T569 , T57 o ,  T57 l , T572 , T573 , T574 , T57 5 ,  T57 6 ,  

T57 7 ,  T578 , T579 , T581 , WOOl , W002 , W003 , W009 , WO l D ,  Wol l ,  W0 1 2 ,  W0 13 , W0 1 4 ,  W01 5 ,  W0 1 6 ,  

W0 1 8 ,  W0 1 9 , W02 0 ,  W02 l , W022 , W023 , W024 , W02 5 ,  W02 6 ,  W02 7 , W028 , W029 , W03 0 ,  W033 , W034 , 

W03 5 ,  W03 6 ,  W038 , W039 , W040 , W041 , W042 , W043 , W044 , W04 5 ,  W04 6 ,  W047 , W048 , W049 , W050 , 

W052 , W053 , W054 , W055 , W05 6 ,  W058 , W060 , W061 , W062 , W063 , W064 , W065 , W066 , W06 7 ,  W068 , 

W069 , W070 , W07 1 ,  W072 , W073 , W07 4 ,  W07 5 ,  W07 6 ,  W07 7 , W078 , W079 , W080 , W08 1 ,  W082 , W083 , 

W08 4 ,  W085 , W086 , W089 , W09 0 ,  W09 l ,  W09 2 , W093 , W094 , W09 6 ,  W09 7 ,  W098 , W099 , W100 , W1o l , 

W102 , W 1 03 , W 1 04 , W105 , W l 06 ,  W107 , W 1 08 , W 109 , W 1 1 0 ,  WI l l ,  W l 1 2 ,  Wl 13 , W1 l 4 ,  W l 1 5 ,  Wl 1 6 ,  

Wl 1 7 ,  Wl 1 8 ,  W l 1 9 , W 12 1 , W122 , W123 , W 124 ,  W 1 2 5 ,  W1 2 6 ,  W127 , W128 , W129 , W13 0 ,  W 13 l , W132 , 

W133 , W 1 34 ,  W 135 , W136 , W13 7 ,  W138 , W 139 , W140 , W14l , W144 , W 145 ,  W146 , W147 , W148 , W149 , 

W150 , W 1 5 1 , W 1 54 , W 1 55 ,  W 1 5 6 ,  W157 , W 1 58 , W 159 , W 1 6 0 ,  W 1 6 1 , W 1 62 ,  W 164 , W165 , W 166 , W167 , 

W 1 6 8 ,  W 169 , W 170 , W 1 7 1 ,  W172 , W 173 , W 1 7 4 ,  W 1 76 , W 177 , W178 , W179 , W180 , W182 , W183 , W184 , 

W185 , W186 , W187 , W188 , W189 , W192 , W193 , W194 , W19 5 ,  W19 6 ,  W19 7 ,  W 1 9 8 ,  W200 , W2 02 , W203 , 

W20 4 ,  W205 , W206 , W207 , W208 , W209 , W21 0 ,  W2 1 1 ,  W2 1 2 ,  W2 1 3 ,  W2 1 4 ,  W2 1 5 ,  W2 1 6 ,  W2 1 7 ,  W2 1 8 ,  

W2 l9 , W220 ,  W22 1 , W222 , W223 , W224 ,  W225 , W22 6 ,  W22 7 , W228 , W229 , W23 0 ,  W23 1 ,  W232 , W233 , 

W234 , W23 5 ,  W23 6 ,  W238 , W239 , W240 , W241 , W243 , W247 , W248 , W249 , W25 0 ,  W25 1 , W252 , W253 , 

W2 5 4 ,  W255 , W256 , W2 57 , W258 , W259 , W260 , W26 1 , W262 , W263 , W264 , W2 66 , W267 , W268 , W269 , 

W27 0 ,  W27 1 ,  W272 , W273 , W2 7 5 ,  W27 6 ,  W27 7 , W278 , W279 , W281 , W282 , W283 , W284 , W289 , W29 0 ,  

W29 1 ,  W29 2 , W293 , W294 , W29 5 ,  W29 6 ,  W29 7 ,  W298 , W299 , W300 , W30l , W302 , W303 , W304 , W305 , 

W306 , W307 , W3 08 , W309 , W3 1 0 ,  W3 1 1 ,  W3 1 2 ,  W3 1 3 ,  W3 1 4 ,  W3 l 5 ,  W3l 6 ,  W3 1 7 ,  W3 1 8 ,  W3 19 , W32 0 ,  

W32 2 ,  W324 , W32 5 ,  W326 ,  W32 7 ,  W328 ,  W330 , W33 1 , W332 , W333 , W334 , W33 5 ,  W33 6 ,  W339 , W340 , 

W341 , W342 , W343 , W346 , W347 , W348 , W351 , W353 , W354 , W355 , W356 , W3 57 , W358 , W3 S9 , W360 , 

W36l , W362 , W363 , W364 , W366 , W367 , W369 , W37 0 ,  W37 l , W3 72 , W373 , W374 , W37 5 ,  W3 77 , W378 , 

W379 , W380 , W382 , W383 , W38 4 ,  W385 , W38 6 ,  W387 , W388 , W389 , W39 0 ,  W392 , W39 3 ,  W394 , W39 5 ,  

W39 6 ,  W397 ,  W398 , W399 , W40 0 ,  W402 , W403 , W40 5 ,  W406 , W40 7 ,  W409 , W4 l o ,  W4l l ,  W4 1 2 ,  W4 1 3 ,  

W4 1 4 ,  W4 1 6 ,  W41 7 ,  W41 8 ,  W419 , W420 ,  W42 1 , W42 2 ,  W423 , W42 4 ,  W42 5 ,  W42 6 ,  W42 7 , W428 ,  W429 , 

W430 ,  W43 1 , W43 2 ,  W43 3 ,  W43 4 ,  W43 5 ,  W43 7 ,  W43 8 ,  W439 , W440 , W441 , W442 , W443 , W445 , W446 , 

W447 , W448 , W449 , W450 , W451 , W452 , W453 , W454 , W455 , W45 7 ,  W459 , W46 0 ,  W464 , W465 , W466 , 

E - 2  



Sect i on N o .  

1 . 1  

2 . 1 .  1 

2 . 1 .  2 

2 . 1 . 3 

2 . 1 .  4 

2 . 1 .  5 

2 . 1 .  6 

2 . 1 .  7 

2 . 2 . 1 

2 . 2 . 2  

2 . 2 . 3  

2 . 2 . 4  

2 . 2 . 5  

2 . 2 . 6  

2 . 2 . 7  

2 . 2 . 8 

2 . 2 . 9  

2 . 2 . 1 0 

Order Numbers 

W467 , W468 , W469 , W47O , W47 1 , W47 4 ,  W475 ,  W47 6 ,  W477 , W478 , W479 , W48 0 ,  W481 , W482 , W483 , 
W484 , W485 , W486 , W487 , W488 , W49O , W49 1 ,  W492 , W493 , W494 , W49 5 ,  W49 7 ,  W498 , W499 , W50 0 ,  
W503 , W504 , W505 , W506 , W507 , W508 , W509 , W51 0 ,  W51 1 ,  W5 1 2 ,  W5 1 3 ,  W51 5 ,  W51 6 ,  W5 1 7 ,  W5 18 , 
W 5 1 9 ,  W52 0 ,  W52 1 ,  W522 , W523 , W52 5 ,  W52 6 ,  W52 7 ,  W529 , W53O ,  W53 1 ,  W532 , W533 , W534 , W53 5 ,  

W53 6 ,  W537 , W538 , W539 , W540 , W541 , W542 , W543 , W544 , W54 5 ,  W54 6 ,  W547 , W548 , W549 , W550 , 
W551 , W553 , W55 4 ,  W558 , W560 , W561 , W562 , W563 , W564 , W565 , W566 , W567 , W568 , W569 , W57O , 
W57 1 , W573 , W628 , W63 1 

Bo03 , B007 , B013  , B02 1 , B029 , B057 , B063 , B086 , B094,  B 1 03 , B 1 04 , B 1 08 , B 1 1 o ,  B2 1 o ,  B2 12 , 

B2 1 7 ,  B24 1 ,  B 2 5 5 ,  Eo08 , Eo19A ,  E02 o ,  E02 1 ,  E028 , E041 , E052 , E081 , E086 , E 1 2 1 , E 147 , E 1 6o , 

E 1 6 1 , E 162 , E 1 7 6 ,  E 183 ,  E 184 ,  E 189 , E224 , E23 1 , E234 , E23 5 ,  E241 , E260 , E279 , E287 , E 29 6 ,  
E 302 ,  E3 1 2 ,  E329 , E33 o ,  E356 , E357 , E36o , E38 6 ,  E39o , E409 , E4 1 7 ,  E5 14 , E567 , E60 1 ,  E609 , 
E 6 1 4 ,  E63 o ,  E63 5 ,  E63 7 ,  E667 , E67 1 ,  E696 , E 738 , E741 . E 754 , E78o , 1 008 , 1 0 1 3 ,  1 0 1 4 ,  1 0 1 5 ,  

1 023 , 1 04 4 ,  1 04 9 ,  1 05 1 . 1 07 1 ,  1 093 , 1 098 , 1 5 1 6 ,  1 544 , To0 7 ,  T O lD ,  T024 , T02 5 ,  T03 1 , T033 , 
T035 , T08o , T082 , T503 , T504 , T507 , T522 , T546 , T549 , T56o , T562 , W061 , W098 , W100 , W 1 52 , 
W187 , W191 , W2 1 2 ,  W268 , W292 , W30 9 ,  W32 9 ,  W349 , W35O , W39O ,  W405 , W408 , W432 , W463 , W48O , 
W489 , W502 , W505 , W524 , W533 , W538 , W539 , W55 1 ,  W629 

B02 6 ,  B064 , B085 , B209 , B 2 14 , B224 , E 189 , E 1 9 o , E24o , E259 , E 299 , E608 , T549 , W309 

1 00 6 ,  W463 

E 22 1 , E4 1 7 ,  T562 , W2 1 2 ,  W456 , W501 

1 006 , W463 

B268 , E07 o ,  E3 5 5 ,  E386 , E 778 , 1 006 , T024 , T502 , W309 , W32 0 ,  W401 , W463 

1 006 , W489 

B059 , B 20 1 , E 0 19A , E02 1 ,  E028 , E 1 9 5 ,  E278 , E30 5 ,  E345 , E 567 , E745 , E75o , 1 0 13 , 1 0 1 5 ,  1 0 1 7 , T073 , 

1 08 1 , 1 5 1 6 ,  1 52 7 , 1 53 5 ,  T058 ,  W06 1 ,  W098 , W458 , W532 

E 08 1 , E69o , E 7 25 , E744 , 1 05 1 , 1 08 1 , 1 513 , 1 526 , 1 548 

E360 

E 19 1 , E342 , E374 , E67 6 ,  T053 , W134 

B09 6 ,  W296 

E236 

E 2 0 5 ,  E 22 1 ,  E39o , E43 6 ,  E457 , E67 o ,  E728 , 1 5 1 7 , W3 1 2  

E205  

E o 1 2 , E387 , E767 , 1 539 , T073 

B07 6 ,  B2 13 , B239 , E302 , E 63 2 ,  E665 , E745 , E 746 , 1 52 7 ,  1 52 8 ,  1 545 , T52 7 , W528 

E - 3  



Sec t i on No . Order Numbers 

2 . 2 . 1 1  8206 

2 . 2 . 1 2 E342 , W489 

2 . 2 . 13 E l l 8 ,  1 503 

2 . 2 . 14 E621  

2 . 2 . 1 5 E020 , E030 , E689 , E69 6 ,  E748 , 10 14 , 1 040 , 1 09 3 ,  1 534 , �J233 

2 . 2 . 1 6 E 788 , T559 

2 . 2 . 1 7 E355 , T502 , T544 

2 . 3  8022 , 805 7 ,  8064 , 8065 , 8085 , 8 101 , 8201 , 82 14 , 823 1 .  8255 , E 187 , E231 , E24 1 ,  E242 , E259 , 

E287 , E345 , E355 , E356 , E482 , E606 , E659 , E69 2 ,  E752 , E768 , E780 , E786 , E 796 , E 79 7 ,  1 006 , 

1 088 , 1 09 6 ,  1 53 6 ,  T002 , T024 , T058 , T064 , T502 , T503 , T5 16 ,  T53 1 ,  T54 0 ,  T546 , T548 , T549 , 

T555 ,  T567 , T570 , W182 , W19 1 , W29 2 ,  W29 6 ,  W3 13 , W32 0 ,  W332 , W42 7 ,  W460 , W463 , W489 , W527 , 

W533 , W534 

2 . 4  8063 , 809 6 ,  E012 , E240 , 1 006 , 1 09 6 ,  T0 1 7 ,  W296 ,  W463 , W489 , W556 

2 . 5 . 1  8217 , E635 , W 152 

2 . 5 . 2  W463 

2 . 5 . 3  E0 19A , E 02 1 ,  E 546 , 1013 , 1 0 1 5 ,  W100 , W160 

2 . 5 . 4  82 14 , 82 1 7 ,  E249 , E633 , E635 , E768 , T507 , W152 , W358 

2 . 5 . 5  T53 1 

2 . 6 . 1  803 1 ,  W198 , W236 

2 . 6 . 2  8096 

2 . 6 . 3  E028 , E 5 14 , 1 023 , W003 , W098 , W296 

2 . 6 . 4  W002 , W203 

2 . 7 . 1  802 5 ,  E 100 , E649 , W284 , W515 

2 . 7 . 2  8026 , 8030 , 803 7 ,  8039 , 8045 , 8048 , 8056 , 8059 , 8075 , 8079 , 809 0 ,  8224 , 8245 ,  8252 , E029 , 

E041 , E043 , E053 , E05 7 ,  E058 , E059 , E062 , E099 , E 1 05 , E 1 09 , E 1 1 2 ,  E 1 23 ,  E 137 , E 143 , E 1 44 ,  

E 147 , E l 50 ,  E l 5 1 , E 152 , E 1 9 0 ,  E201 , E201 , E206 , E228 , E229 , E237 , E254 , E292 , E294 , E29 7 ,  

E348 , E352 , E359 , E373 , E377 , E379 , E384 , E388 , E39 0 ,  E393 , E405 ,  E429 , E443 , E447 , E452 , 

E455 , E456 , E464 , E470 , E472 , E476 , E503 , E564 , E59 8 ,  E6 1 1 ,  E641 , E654 , E674 , E676 , E679 , 

E69 7 ,  E 73 7 ,  E 746 , E 74 7 ,  E769 , E 781 , E 782 , E783 , 1 024 , 1 069 , 1 078 , 1 086 , 1 094 , 1 52 1 . 1 528 , 

1 533 , T020 , T022 , T026 ,  T062 , T505 ,  T514 , T515 , T53 1 ,  T532 , T53 6 ,  W035 , W09 2 ,  W 1 90 ,  W246 , 

W289 , W3 13 , W322 , W329 , W33 7 ,  W347 ,  W348 , W44 1 ,  W467 ,  W47 7 , W49 2 ,  W50 5 ,  W5 1 7 ,  W560 , W567 

2 . 7 . 3 8055 , E 778 , T080 , W284 , W458 

E - 4  



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

2 . 7 . 4  B02 0 ,  B02 6 ,  B268 , E 1 7 5 ,  E 1 9 0 ,  E250 , W284 

2 . 7 . 5  E387 , E767 , W387 

2 . 7 . 6  B081 , E256 

2 . 7 . 7  E237 , 1 006 , W463 

2 . 7 . 8  B0 1 5 ,  B02 5 ,  B055 , B086 , B09 0 ,  B209 , B214 , E0 19 , E028 , E041 , E053 , E 1 47 , E 1 52 , E 1 8 0 ,  E205 , 

E223 , E 228 ,  E260 , E267 , E343 , E41 7 ,  E470,  E5 14 ,  E53 1 , E598 ,  E633 , E653 , E672 , E676 , E69 2 ,  

E 73 7 ,  E 784 , E 79 2 , 1 0 1 2 ,  1 023 , 1 070 , 1 088 , 1 52 1 ,  1 523 , T008 , T054 , T066 , T566,  T578 , WOOl , 

W0 1 6 ,  W098 , W164 , W2 12 , W357 , W42 6 ,  W441 , W467 , W505 , W51 6 ,  W51 7 ,  W568 , W573 

2 . 7 . 9  B02 7 ,  B02 8 ,  B030 ,  B105 , B109 , B253 , B265 , E 148 ,  E 15 1 , E 1 9 2 , E 1 9 4 ,  E 1 96 , E268 , E281 , E363 , 

E389 , E39 l .  E444 , E479 , E61 0 ,  E680 , E 772 , E 78 7 ,  1 082 , 1 085 , T01 2 ,  T060 , T509 , T5 1 l . T5 1 8 ,  

T542 , T557 , W284 , W3 13 , W468 

2 . 7 . 1 0 B022 , E028 , E041 , E 149 , E 187 , E 19 6 ,  E5 14 ,  E647 , E676 , E792 , 1 023 , T058 , T565 , WOOl , W003 , 

W09 8 ,  W 153 , W349 , W408 , W426 ,  W436 ,  W467 , W516 

2 . 7 . 1 1  B061 , E238 , E442 , E l58 , 1 0 18 , T008 , W284 

2 . 7 . 1 2 E041 , E 148 , E786,  1 035 , 1 082 , T52 8 ,  T555 , T563 

2 . 7 . 1 3 E747 , 1 533 , W461 , W463 

2 . 7 . 1 4 1 0 1 1  

2 . 8 . 1  E700 , E 747 , 1 1 02 , 1 501 , 1 533 , T575 , W233 , W476 

2 . 8 . 2  B0 13 , E 1 60 , E 1 7 6 ,  E356 , E363 , E409 , E 752 , E753 , 1 536 ,  1 540 , T503 , T509 , T522 , W369 

2 . 8 . 3  E 1 63 , E355 , E 754 , E8 1 1 ,  1 086 , T502 , W534 

2 . 8 . 4  E8 1 l .  W143 

2 . 8 . 5  T080 

2 . 8 . 6  B01 2 ,  E342 , W441 , W52 4 ,  W534 

2 . 8 . 7  B2 1 4 ,  E633 , 1 09 6 ,  W284 , W320 ,  W426 ,  W460 , W528 , W531 

2 . 8 . 8  E l08 , W007 

2 . 8 . 9  E355 ,  E81 1 ,  T502 , W441 

2 . 8 . 1 0 E355 , 1 086 , T502 , W320 , W534 

2 . 8 . 1 1  W201 

2 . 8 . 1 2  E348 , E355 , T502 

E - 5  

E479,



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

2 . 8 . 13 E355 , E81 1 ,  T502 

2 . 8 . 14 E 8 1 1  

2 . 9  E028 , E 5 14 ,  E8 1 1  , 1 023 , W007 , W098 , W460 

2 . 1 0 924 0 ,  E0 19 , E094 , E4 1 7 ,  E 646 , E666 , E 698 , E734 , E747 , E761 , 1 0 1 2 , 1 049 , 1 089 , 1 099 , 1 1 0 0 ,  
1 505 ,  1 5 19 , 1 53 0 ,  1 533 , W151 , W153 , W159 , W184 , W194 , W197 , W212 , W233 , W358 , W464 

2 . 1 1 . 1  E728 , 1 5 1 7  

2 . 1 1 . 2  9255 , W533 

2 . 1 1 . 3  E278 

2 . 1 1 . 4 W350 

2 . 1 1 . 5 9242 , E 67 1 ,  W349 , W408 

2 . 1 1 . 6  W556 

2 . 1 1 . 7  W556 

2 . 1 1 . 8 E278 

2 . 1 1 . 9  E4 1 7 ,  W212  

2 . 1 1 . 1 0 W190 , W329 

2 . 1 1 . 1 1 E250 , W519 

2 . 1 1 . 1 2 W524 

2 . 1 1 . 1 3 W309 

2 . 1 2 . 1  9 106  

2 . 1 2 . 2  9 1 0 6 ,  9202 , E356 , E767 , E 785 , 1 096 , T073 , T503 , T550 , T551 , W460 

2 . 1 2 . 3  E0 12 , 1 005 , W27 6 ,  W309 

2 . 1 2 . 4  E014 , E039 , E052 , E64 1 , 1 033 , 1 044 , W567 

2 . 1 2 . 5  9001 , 903 1 , E302 , E 5 14 ,  E658 , 1 023 , 1 050 , 1 096 , 1 099 , T01 6 ,  W236 , W309 , W456 , W458 , W460 

2 . 1 3 . 1  9004 , E 1 64 , W233 , W460 

2 . 1 3 . 2  W320 

2 . 13 . 3  9043 , 9069 , E203 , E244 , E728 , 1 5 1 7  

2 . 1 3 . 4  E4 1 7 ,  T060 , W212  

E - 6  

E734,



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

2 . 13 . 5  E240 

2 . 13 . 7  B058 , E236 

2 . 1 3 . 8  B09 4 ,  E601 , E696 , 1 093 , W178 , W510 

2 . 1 3 . 9  B096 , W296 , W460 

2 . 13 . 1 0 E360 , W524 

2 . 1 3 . 1 1 W463 

2 . 13 . 1 2 1 096 , W460 

2 . 13 . 13 B063 

2 . 13 . 1 5 W463 

2 . 1 3 . 1 6 W44 1 ,  W489 

2 . 1 3 . 1 7 B08 1 ,  E256 , E294 , T022 , W349 , W408 

2 . 13 . 18 W007 

2 . 13 . 19 T562 , W456 

3 . 1 . 1  B012 , E 1 7 5 ,  1 5 1 9 ,  W225 ,  W284 

3 . 1 .  2 E 79 7 ,  T570 

3 . 1 . 3 E635 , E 743 , E776 , T074 , W152 

3 . 1 . 4 E635 

3 . 1 .  5 E 180 

3 . 2 . 1  B012 , B020 , B036 , B 10 1 , B 1 08 ,  B 1 1 5 ,  E0 1 1 ,  E041 , E044 , E 069 , E 1 52 ,  E 1 75 , E205 , E236 , E262 , 

E287 , E397 , E444 , E446 , E477 , E503 , E526 ,  E606 , E 6 1 7  , E652 , E676 , E754 , E 764 , E 774 , E l80 , 

E 787 , 1 039 , 1 04 1 . 1 048 , 1 057 , 1 08 6 ,  T070 , T5 1 4 ,  T541 , T55 7 ,  W033 , W092 , W268 , W284 , W289 , 

W33 2 ,  W342 , W44 0 ,  W485 , W487 , W489 , W528 , W534 

3 . 2 . 2  B004 , B006 , B020 , B03 1 ,  B03 7 ,  B043 , B060 ,  B061 , B09 6 ,  B 1 06 , B 1 1 1 ,  B 1 1 5 ,  B 1 1 7 , B2 1 7 ,  E005 , 

E0 10A ,  E014 , E033 , E 039 , E045 ,  E067 , E080 ,  E084 , E090 , E 096 , E 1 2 1 , E 16 4 ,  E 1 66 ,  E 1 7 5 ,  E 18 0 ,  

E 199 , E203 , E204 , E233 , E236 , E355 ,  E409 , E42 6 ,  E442 , E481 , E505 , E508 , E509 , E5 1 1 ,  E 5 1 6 ,  

E533 , E 6 1 1 ,  E 6 1 7 , E 6 1 8 ,  E62 1 ,  E635 ,  E652 , E654 , E 694 , E729 , E 73 4 ,  E 78 1 , E782 , I DOl , 1 0 1 0 ,  

1 033 , 1 042 , l OSS , 1 065 , 1 07 1 ,  1 09 1 , 1 093 , 1 5 18 , 1 5 19 , T058 , T069 , T071 . T080 , T083 , T502 , 

T522 , T52 5 ,  T528 , T547 , T549 , W029 , W089 , W103 , W l 1 7 ,  W 1 19 , W128 , W152 , W 1 78 , W20 6 ,  W236 , 

W269 , W277 , W27 8 ,  W284 , W296 ,  W331 , W354 , W41 6 ,  W46 7 ,  W476 ,  W568 

3 . 2 . 3 W294 

E - 7  



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 
3 . 2 . 4  B056 , B06 1 , B093 , E044 , E 2 1 2 ,  E 2 19 , E229 , E238 , E360 , E600 , E654 , E754 , E761 , 1 039 , W456 

3 . 2 . 5  B220 , E 04 1 , E637 

3 . 2 . 6  E 04 1 ,  W284 

3 . 2 . 7  E006 , E007 , E 1 7 5 ,  E233 , E334 , E699 , E704 , 1 00 2 ,  1 1 0 1 , T048 , T52 0 ,  T567 , W194 , W197 , W233 , 
W265 , W269 , W278 , W284 , W4 1 7 ,  W454 , W529 

3 . 2 . 8  B07 0 ,  E063 , E 1 52 , E22 2 ,  E245 , E692 , E792 , 1 088 , T566 ,  WOOl , W284 , W428 , W628 

3 . 2 . 9  E508 , W02 9 ,  W284 , W440 

3 . 2 . 1 1 B09 5 ,  E 03 7 ,  E374 , E602 , E792 , T566 ,  WOOl 

3 . 2 . 1 2 E 064 , E773 

3 . 2 . 13 B072 , B256 , E247 , E682 

3 . 2 . 14 B044 ,  B064 , E 204 

3 . 2 . 1 5 E302 , T 0 1 6 ,  W164 

3 . 2 . 1 6 B0 12 , B0 1 6 ,  B250 , B255 , E03 1 ,  E 1 7 9 ,  E646 , E678 , 1 02 7 ,  W533 

3 . 2 . 1 7 E 180  

3 . 2 . 18 B020 , B06 1 , B255 ,  E005 , E04 1 , E 180 , E 238 , E310 ,  E39 0 ,  E397 , E433 , E446 , E676 , E 70 1 , E 7 78 ,  
E797 , 1 1 03 , T033 , T080 , T57 0 ,  W134 , W284 , W533 

3 . 2 . 19 E03 1 .  1 02 7 ,  1 09 6 ,  W460 

3 . 2 . 20 T060 , W284 

3 . 2 . 2 1 B093 , E508 , E600 , W029 

3 . 2 . 2 2 E472 

3 . 2 . 23 B012 , B 1 1 1 ,  E 034 , E064 , E 1 7 5 ,  E363 , E428 , E726 , E776 , E 79 2 ,  1 537 , T074 , T509 , T526 , T549 , 
T566 , WOOl , W284 , W344 

3 . 2 . 24 E 18 0 ,  E205 

3 . 2 . 25 B02 0 ,  E 18 0 ,  W440 

3 . 2 . 26 E 24 1  

3 . 2 . 2 7 E241 , W2 1 3 ,  W284 , W320 

3 . 2 . 28 E028 , E 5 14 ,  W098 

3 . 2 . 30 E 1 7 5 ,  W284 

E - 8  



Sect i on N o .  

3 . 2 . 3 1  

3 . 2 . 32 

3 . 3 . 1  

Order N umbers 

Bo09 , Eo05 , E 1 6o , E 1 73 ,  1 00 1 . 1 04 1 , 1r1284 

Bo 1 6 ,  E 1 79 , 1r1284 

B043 , B056 , B061 , B081 , B085 , B087 , B099 , B224 , Eo06 , Eo0 7 ,  Eo09 , E 0 1 oA ,  E032 , E086 , E094 , 

E09 5 ,  E 1 2 1 ,  E 13 1 , E 13 2 ,  E 1 4 7 ,  E 148 , E 1 52 . E 1 61 , E 1 63 ,  E203 , E229 , E238 , E 2 5 6 ,  E 2 58 , E 2 59 , 

E261 , E30o , E34 2 ,  E369 , E 37o ,  E393 , E4 1 2 ,  E42 1 ,  E44 7 ,  E47 7 ,  E5 1 1 ,  E 5 1 6 ,  E 54 7 ,  E604 , E63 5 ,  

E645 , E652 , E654 , E 6 76 ,  E69 o ,  E 69 6 ,  E l l 2 ,  E 734 , E 73 6 ,  E 743 , E 748 , E 76 1 , E 7 63 ,  1 002 , 1 008 , 

1 0 1 0 ,  1 0 18 , 1 028 , 1 03 5 ,  1 064 , 1 07 0 ,  l Ol l , 1 093 , 1 098 , 1 5 1 6 ,  1 5 19 , 1 52 0 ,  1 52 5 ,  1 529 , 1 53 0 ,  

1 53 4 ,  1 53 8 ,  T028 ,  T085 ,  T5 1 3 ,  T523 , T529 , T541 , 1rI101 , 1rI 103 , 1r1 1 28 , 1r1134 , 1r113 7 .  1r1152  , 1r1 1 53 , 

1r1 158 , 1r1 17o , 1r1 1 72 , 1r1 19 o ,  1r1208 , 1r1284 , 1r13 29 , 1r139 7 , 1r14 1 5  , 1r1427 , 1r1465 , 1r1557 

3 . 3 . 2  E03 1 ,  E 1 0 o ,  E 1 02 ,  E 1 04 ,  E 1 09 , E l 1 2 ,  E l 1 9 ,  E 1 23 , E 1 52 ,  E 182 , E 1 92 , E23 6 ,  E44 7 ,  E 6 7 6 ,  1 02 7 ,  

1 086 , T529 , 1r1165  , 1r1426 , 1r1441 

3 . 3 . 3  B081 , E o06 ,  E03 1 , E256 , E479 , E 7 1 6 ,  1 002 , 1 027 , 1 52 5 ,  T542 

3 . 4  B025 , B03 7 ,  B064 , B 1 03 , Bl 1 6 ,  B20 1 ,  B202 , B20 6 ,  B209 , B21 1 ,  B22 1 ,  B224 , B23o , B24 1 , B243 , 

B251 , B253 , E o05 , E0 1 1 ,  E o 1 6 ,  Eo 19 , E02o , E03 o ,  E033 , E034 , E03 5 ,  E038 , E043 , E059 , E068 , 

E 069 , E075 , E081 , E086 ,  E08 7 ,  E 088 , E093 , E094 , E09 7 ,  E098 , E 1 1 o ,  E 1 2 1 . E 1 3 o ,  E 1 3 6 ,  E 138 , 

E 1 4 7 , E 1 4 8 ,  E 1 63 ,  E 182 , E 184 , E 1 99 , E234 , E24 1 , E252 , E258 ,  E267 , E27o , E27 1 ,  E 2 7 7 , E29 o .  

E 2 9 6 ,  E34 5 ,  E365 , E366 , E37 o ,  E37 5 ,  E379 , E381 , E386 , E389 , E393 , E398 , E4 1 5 .  E4 1 6 ,  E42 1 , 

E42 2 ,  E42 5 ,  E42 7 , E43 o ,  E43 2 ,  E433 , E434 , E43 5 ,  E438 , E44 o ,  E441 , E448 , E45o . E46o , E463 , 

E465 , E47 1 , E505 , E529 , E608 , E62 1 ,  E623 , E63 1 ,  E63 8 ,  E639 , E646 . E 64 7 ,  E654 . E658 , E66 7 .  

E672 , E68o , E69 1 , E693 , E698 , E7oo , E 7 1 7 , E 7 18 ,  E 72 1 ,  E 722 , E 724 , E729 , E 7 3 o ,  E 73 5 ,  E 744 , 

E 745 , E 74 7 ,  E 748 , E 75o , E 752 , E llo , I DOl , 1 008 , 1 0 1 2 , 1 0 1 4 .  1 02 5 ,  1 03 2 .  1 048 . 1 050 . 1 051 , 

1 052 , 1 06 1 ,  1 062 , 1 06 6 ,  1 068 , l Ol l , 1 0 75 , l Oll , 1 081 , 1 082 , 1 087 , 1 089 , 1 093 , 1 1 00 , 1 1 0 1 , 

1 1 0 2 , 1 502 , 1 503 , 1 507 , 1 508 , 1 509 , 1 5 1 1 , 1 5 1 2 , 1 5 1 8 , 1 52 6 ,  1 527 , 1 531 , 1 533 , 1 534 , 1 53 5 ,  

1 53 6 ,  1 53 7 ,  1 548 ,  1 549 , To05 , T o 1 8 ,  T025 , T056 , T067 , T57 5 ,  T57 6 ,  1rI089 , 1r11 21  , 1r11 4o , 1r11 7o , 

1r118o , 1r1188 , 1r1242 , 1r126 1  , 1r1284 , 1r1304 , 1r13 13  , 1r13 26 , 1r1354 , 1r1355 , 1r1394 , 1r1409 , 1r142 6 , 1r142 7 , 1r1441 , 

1r1443 , 1r1476 , 1r149 1 , 1r1505 , 1r152o , 1r156o, E61 5 

3 . 5 . 1  B23 5 ,  E 1 5 o ,  E 23 6 ,  E 6 1 9 , E661 , E 743 , 1 539 , 1r1284 , 1r1461 , 1r1463 , 1r1628 

3 . 5 . 2  B 1 0 o ,  E 0 1 1 ,  E 605 , 1r1255 , 1r143 1 , 1r1463 , 1r1466 

3 . 6 . 1  B o 1 2 ,  B02 o ,  B033 , E 1 7 5 ,  E 18o , E24 1 ,  E728 , T 5 14 ,  1r1284 

3 . 6 . 2  E 753 , 1 54 1 ,  1r13 2o , 1r1349 , 1r1408 

4 . 1  B024 , B05 7 ,  B077 , B2 1 o ,  B214 , B22 7 ,  B228 , B255 , Eo09 , E 0 1 1 ,  E026 , E041 , E06 1 , E 07 o ,  E09 1 ,  

E 095 , E 133 , E 2 1 7 ,  E 22 2 ,  E23 1 ,  E 233 , E 23 6 ,  E241 , E251 , E287 , E304 , E3 5 o ,  E35 7 ,  E397 . E40 7 ,  

E409 , E443 , E458 , E48 o ,  E48 2 ,  E503 , E505 , E506 , E 5 1 6 ,  E 63 o ,  E 63 7 ,  E656 , E 657 . E 704 , E705 , 

E 7 2 o ,  E 723 , E 743 , E l l3 , E ll8 , E78o , E 79 1 ,  E808 , 1 006 , 1 02 1 , 1 03 5 ,  1 049 , 1 057 , 1 059 . 1 064 , 

1 07 6 ,  1 506 , 1 5 1 0 ,  1 52 5 ,  To 1 7 ,  T033 , T05 1 , T069 , T08 2 ,  T085 , T504 , T522 , T529 , T539 , T544 , 

T548 , T565 , T58 1 ,  1rI089 , 1rI092 , 1rI 103 , 1r119o , 1r1 19 1  , 1r1231 , 1r1242 , 1r1255 , 1r1258 , 1r1284 , 1r1288 . 1r1289 , 

1r1322 , 1r1329 , 1r1332  , 1r133 7  , 1r134o , 1r1342 , 1r1369 , 1r137 o ,  1r1377  , 1r1456 , 1r146o , 1r1461 , 1r1487 , 1r1519  , 1r1524 , 

1r1533 , 1r1547 , 1r1628, E633 

E - 9  



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

4 . 2 . 1  8035 ,  803 6 ,  8048 , 808 1 ,  8086 , 809 1 ,  8098 ,  8 108 , 8202 , 8224 ,  8228 ,  8233 , 8245 ,  E0 1 1 ,  E0 12 , 

E029 , E041 , E066 , E070 , E 147 , E 148 , E 1 52 ,  E 193 ,  E 198 ,  E2 1 1 ,  E 24 1 ,  E 256 , E260 , E262 , E263 , 

E266 , E274 , E28 1 ,  E287 , E3 1 0 ,  E338 , E339 , E346 ,  E390 , E398,  E424 , E444 , E470 ,  E479 , E482 , 

E509 , E599 , E654 , E 657 , E660 , E663 , E670 ,  E674 , ElOl , E 770 , E780 , 1 005 ,  1 007 , 1 024 , 1 035 ,  

1 049 , 1 082 , 1 086 ,  1 1 03 , T002 , T01 2 ,  T029 , T033 , T049 , T050 , T06 1 ,  T069 , T082 , T54 2 ,  T548 , 

W l 19 , W 170 ,  W182 , W190 , W268 , W284 , W329 , W392 , W422 , W43 1 ,  W456 , W461 , W463 

4 . 2 . 2  E355,  1 005 , T50 2 ,  T54 1 , W463 

4 . 3  8035 ,  803 6 ,  8048 , 8050 , 8081 , 82 1 2 ,  82 14 ,  8229 , 823 1 ,  8245 ,  E01 1 ,  E01 2 ,  E037 , E051 , E059 , 

E097 , E l 1 7 , E 1 2 5 ,  E 137 , E 1 47 , E 1 4 8 ,  E 1 52 , E 1 70 , E 198 , E207 , E208 , E23 6 ,  E250 , E256 , E262 , 

E280 , E28 1 ,  E287 , E302 , E305 ,  E3 1 0 ,  E3 1 2 ,  E325 , E332 , E334 , E338 , E340 , E342 , E345 , E346 , 

E373 , E390 , E458 , E477 , E508 , E5 1 6 ,  E526 , E53 2 ,  E562 , E637 , E 659 , E67 1 , E 67 4 ,  E676 , E677 , 

E l0 1 , E 7 20 ,  E761 , E780 , E781 , E79 1 ,  E792 , 1 005 , 1 0 1 1 .  1 043 , 1 057 , 1 066 ,  1 074 , 1 07 6 ,  1 078 , 

1 082 , 1 1 03 , 1 506 , 1 5 1 0 ,  1 5 1 2 ,  TO l l , T0 12 ,  T035 ,  T043 , T045 , T048 , T049 , T05 1 ,  T058 , T061 , 

T082 , T539 , T54 1 , T565,  T566 , WOO l ,  W003 , W01 8 ,  W033 , W036 , W103 , W138 , W 1 7 0 ,  W192 , W200 , 

W208 , W255 , W257 , W284 , W284 , W289 , W320,  W322 , W3 28 , W357 , W358 , W37 2 ,  W400 , W429 , W430 , 

W461 , W51 9 ,  W524 , W527 , W546 

4 . 4 . 1 W242 

4 . 4 . 2  8238 , E0 1 1 ,  E070 , E47 0 ,  E47 7 ,  E 6 64 , 1 005 , 1 049 , T0 1 7 ,  T51 1 ,  W284 

4 . 4 . 3  E0 1 1 ,  1 0 1 1  

4 . 4 . 4  E01 1 ,  1 0 1 1  

4 . 4 . 5  E01 1 ,  E059 , E08 1 ,  1 05 1  

4 . 4 . 6  E009 , E0 1 1 ,  E01 2 ,  E 1 52 ,  E3 15 ,  E424 , E433 , E441 , E463 , E469 , E50 8 ,  E547 , E 7 23 , E 7 26 ,  E 729 , 

1 0 1 1 ,  1 5 1 0 ,  1 51 8 ,  T058 , W029 , W101 , W255 , W349 , W408 , W463 

4 . 4 . 7  E01 1 ,  E0 12 , E 148 , 1 005 , 1 0 1 1 , 1 082 

4 . 5  E006 , E020 , E07 5 ,  E089 , E 131 , E 149 , E691 , E 693 , 1 002 , 1 014 , 1 042 , 1 050 ,  1 087 , 1 089 

4 . 6  E0 12 , E07 0 ,  E081 , E413 , E472 , E482 , E676 , E720 , E720 , 1 049 , 1 051 , 1 506 , 1 530 , 1 538 , 1 539 , 

T548 , W139 , W534 ,  W628 

4 . 7 . 1  8057 , E 0 10A ,  E012 , E033 , E041 , E07 0 ,  E 12 1 ,  E 1 50 ,  E 1 63 , E231 , E287 , E3 1 0 ,  E373 , E503 , E663 , 

E 67 6 ,  E692 , E 7 1 8 ,  E780 , E786 , 1 0 1 0 ,  1 035 ,  1 050 , 1 07 1 . 1 088 , 1 503 , 1 5 1 0 ,  T0 1 7 ,  T033 , T043 , 

T082 , T555 , W092 , W242 , W289 , W33 1 ,  W332 , W442 , W456 , W458 , W463 , W51 6  

4 . 7 . 2  8074 ,  8249 , E006 , E070 , E388 , 1 002 , 1 05 1 .  1 097 

4 . 7 . 3 8037 , 8074 ,  8101 , 8203 , 8250 , E0 12 , E026 , E041 , E044 , E097 , E252 , E 299 , E333 , E352 , E355 , 

E360 , E606 , E620 , E678 , E781 , 1 02 1 ,  1 035 ,  1 039 , 1 066 , T02 7 ,  T047 , T062 , T502 , W3 1 3 ,  W3 7 1 ,  

W51 6  

E - 1 0  



Sect i on N o .  

4 . 7 . 4  

4 . 8 . 1  

4 . 8 . 2  

4 . 9 . 1  

4 . 9 . 2  

4 . 9 . 3  

4 . 9 . 4  

4 . 9 . 5  

4 . 9 . 6  

4 . 1 0 . 1  

4 . 1 0 . 2  

4 . 1 0 . 3  

4 . 1 0 . 4  

4 . 1 0 . 5  

4 . 1 1 . 1  

4 . 1 1 . 2  

4 . 1 1 . 3  

4 . 1 2 

4 . 1 3 

Order Numbers 

E041 , E07 0 ,  E 1 2 5 ,  1 049 , 1 074 

E 009 , E723 , 1 007 , 1 5 1 0 ,  1 52 5 ,  W42 6 ,  W441 

E 0 1 1 ,  W461 

B2 1 0 ,  E0 1 1 ,  E04 1 ,  E 1 63 ,  E429 , E47 0 ,  E630 , E723 , E743 , 1 03 5 ,  1 5 1 0 ,  1 525 , T 0 1 7  

E 1 52 , W134 

E23 6 ,  E345 , E366 , T 0 1 7  

B013 , B029 , E033 , E052 , E08 1 , E085 , E086 , E092 , E 1 28 ,  E 1 60 ,  E 1 76 , E 183 , E 1 9 5 ,  E250 , E 277 , 

E279 , E296 , E333 , E399 , E406 , E409 , E 752 , 1 008 , 1 0 1 6 ,  1 029 , 1 044 , 1 050 , 1 0 5 1 . 1 05 6 ,  1 0 60 ,  

1 081 , 1 097 , 1 536 , 1 549 , T005 , T01 0 ,  T02 5 ,  T047 , T52 0 ,  T52 2 ,  W l 72 , W236 , W428 , W47 1 , W478 , 

W493 , W494 , W495 ,  W49 7 ,  W50 6 ,  W507 , W509 , W52 0 ,  W52 1 , W529 , W540 

E0 1 2 ,  W461 , W534 

1 007 

E009 , E0 1 1 ,  E0 1 2 ,  E 1 5 2 ,  E241 , E463 , E63 7 ,  E676 , 1 007 , l O l l ,  W3 2 0 ,  W461 

B03 1 ,  E006 , E041 , E250 , E3 1 0 ,  E3 1 2 , E67 6 ,  1 002 , 1 006 ,  1 03 5 ,  1 5 2 5 ,  1 529 , 1 53 0 ,  T033 , W233 , 

W236 ,  W289 , W32 0 ,  W426 , W440 , W463 

E258 

E693 , 1 00 5 ,  1 05 0 ,  1 089 , T0 1 7 ,  T058 , W551 

B255 , E009 , E 07 0 ,  E099 , 1 049 , W42 6 ,  W533 , W534 

B05 7 ,  E 04 1 , E 23 1 ,  E302 , E3 1 0 ,  E342 , E346 , 1 006 , 1 03 5 ,  T 0 1 6 ,  T033 , T061 , W463 , W489 

E041 , E67 6 ,  1 006 , 1 03 5 ,  T548 , W463 

1 059 

E342 , E 637 , E649 , W 1 9 0 ,  W3 1 3 , W329 , W524 

B0 1 5 ,  B02 6 ,  B030 , B044 , B048 , B049 , B05 1 , B052 , B055 , B056 , B062 , B067 , B07 1 ,  B07 2 ,  B073 , 

B086 , B092 , B09 7 ,  B l 1 2 , B202 , B203 , B209 , B232 , B243 , B245 , B252 , B254 , B255 , B264 , B266 , 

E026 , E029 , E 034 , E037 , E051 , E057 , E058 , E064 , E065 , E099 , E 1 00 , E 1 03 , E 1 04 , E 1 0 6 ,  E 1 07 , 

E 1 09 , E 1 1 0 ,  E 1 1 1 ,  E 1 1 4 ,  E 1 2 0 ,  E 1 2 2 ,  E 124 , E 1 26 , E 133 , E 1 3 7 ,  E 1 4 1 , E 147 , E 148 , E 1 52 , E 1 90 , 

E 1 9 6 ,  E204 , E205 , E207 , E 209 , E 2 1 0 ,  E222 , E 228 , E229 , E236 , E239 , E 243 , E 246 ,  E247 , E 248 , 

E25 0 ,  E260 , E 287 , E292 , E294 , E299 , E308 , E 3 1 1 ,  E3 1 5 ,  E325 , E3 2 6 ,  E334 , E341 , E343 , E352 , 

E359 , E363 , E366 , E368 , E383 , E39 0 ,  E408 , E44 6 ,  E45R , E459 , E47 0 ,  E47 5 ,  E477 , E500 , E507 , 

E508 , E 5 1 3 ,  E522 , E526 , E532 , E 548 , E562 , E566 , E57 1 ,  E603 , E62 0 ,  E62 1 , E622 , E637 , E63 9 ,  

E64 0 ,  E641 , E644 , E648 , E674 , E679 , E68 1 , E682 , E687 , E707 , E7 1 2 ,  E 7 2 6 ,  E 728 , E 729 , E737 , 

E760 , E765 , E768 ,  E 7 76 , E778 , E780 , E786 , E787 , E788 , E79 0 ,  E 79 1 ,  E 792 , E793 , E796 , E799 , 

E800 , E801 , 1 02 1 , 1 024 , 1 043 , 1 067 , 1 069 , 1 070 , 1 07 2 , 1 073 , 1 0 75 , 1 07 6 ,  1 078 , 1 0 79 , 1 082 , 

1 08 6 , 1 504 , 1 5 1 4 , 1 5 1 7 , 1 5 1 8 , 1 52 1 , 1 53 2 , 1 545 , 1 546 ,  1 55 1 , T020 , T02 2 ,  T027 , T03 4 ,  T038 , 

E - 1 1  



Sect ion  No . 

4 . 1 3 

4 . 14 

4 . 1 5 . 1 

4 . 1 5 . 2  

4 . 1 5 . 3  

4 . 1 5 . 4  

4 . 1 5 . 5  

Order Numbers 

T043 , T048 , T052 , T054 , T058 , T059 , T063 , T064 , T065 , T074 , T079 , T082 , T084 , T505 , T509 , 

T5 1 1 ,  T5 1 2 ,  T539 , T540 , T541 , T555 , T557 , T559 , T564 , T565 , T566 , T567 , T57 1 , T579 , WOOl , 

W002 , W01 0 ,  W01 3 ,  W01 5 ,  W01 8 ,  W027 , W029 , W033 , W03 6 ,  W048 , W053 , W062 , W087 , W 102 , W134 , 

W164 , W169 , W185 , W204 , W208 , W2 1 0 ,  W219 , W23 2 ,  W245 , W262 , W284 , W286 , W287 , W288 , W294 ,  

W299 , W30 0 ,  W30 1 , W302 , W303 , W3 13 , W322 , W32 4 ,  W33 0 ,  W334 , W342 , W346 , W34 7 ,  W348 , W353 , 

W356 , W3 73 , W37 5 ,  W377 , W382 , W383 , W384 , W390 ,  W392 , W393 , W394 , W409 , W4 1 1 , W4 1 3 ,  W41 4 ,  
W422 , W424 , W427 , W442 , W455 , W456 , W467 , W472 , W503 , W51 7 ,  W522 , W530 ,  W533 , W547 , W548 , 

W550 , W551 , W553 , W558 , W567 

B045 , B049 , B069 , B 1 07 , B201 , B202 , B205 , B227 , B23 4 ,  B23 8 ,  B240 , B248 , 8249 , E01 1 ,  E029 , 

E 1 26 , E 1 36 , E 1 5 0 ,  E 1 67 , E206 , E2 1 1 ,  E224 , E23 6 ,  E244 , E287 , E300 , E302 , E304 , E3 1 2 ,  E319 , 

E320 , E333 , E33 5 ,  E340 , E361 , E370 , E396 , E442 , E452 , E453 , E482 , E612 , E62 1 , E626 , E639 , 

E646 , E653 , E656 , E663 , E664 , E666 , E670 , E67 6 ,  E67 7 ,  E695 , E 7 1 1 ,  E73 7 ,  E780 , E782 , E788 , 

E789 , 1 024 , 1 072 , 1 07 5 ,  1 077 , 1 086 , 1 092 , 1 52 1 , T 0 16 ,  T028 , T03 5 ,  T047 , T051 , T063 , T064 , 

T082 , T508 , T528 , T53 2 ,  T534 , T548 , T554 , T559 , T561 , W002 , W01 5 ,  W134 , W165 , W169 , W23 9 ,  

W240 , W242 , W296 ,  W376 , W397 , W41 5 ,  W427 ,  W428 , W440 ,  W463 , W480 , W492 , W503 , W505 , W5 1 7 ,  

W523 , W558 

B055 , B056 , B09 0 ,  B093 , B IOI , B 1 1 0 ,  B21 1 ,  B213 , B220 , E 009 , E012 , E 0 18 , E 1 2 2 ,  E 147 , E228 , 

E229 , E250 , E263 , E333 , E344 , E347 , E355 ,  E358 , E361 , E364 , E403 , E421 , E433 , E598 , E606 , 
E614 , E63 2 ,  E643 , E646 , E67 6 ,  E721 . E728 , E 729 , E743 , E 754 , E 755 , 1 0 1 1 .  1 0 1 4 ,  1 073 , 1 08 1 .  
1 508 , 1 51 0 , 1 5 1 7 , 1 5 1 8 , 1 52 5 , 1 547 , T018 , T056 , T502 , T508 , T52 1 .  T543 , T558 , W227 , W257 , 

W258 , W284 , W289 , W369 , W461 , W461 , W501 , W557 , W628 

B046 , B048 , B 1 0 5 ,  B224 , E059 , E063 , E070 , E 1 0 1 , E l 1 6 ,  E l 18 ,  E 1 2 5 ,  E 1 2 6 ,  E 134 , E 147 , E 148 , 

E 1 67 , E207 , E226 , E265 , E287 , E 3 10 , E340 , E342 , E343 , E345 ,  E367 , E372 , E373 , E384 , E386 , 

E389 , E457 , E477 , E5 1 6 ,  E 6 1 0 ,  E646 , E654 , E 775 ,  E780 ,  E781 , E79 1 , 1 072 , 1 074 , 1 082 , 1 53 9 ,  

1 54 5 ,  T033 , T048 , T051 , T053 , T054 , T058 , T072 , T51 0 ,  T51 5 ,  T541 , T565 , W003 , W029 , W103 , 
W138 , W 1 7 0 ,  W190 , W247 , W266 ,  W279 , W329 , W427 

E 147 , E 1 48 ,  1 082 

B00 1 , B002 , B040 , B043 , B077 , B 1 00 ,  B2 1 0 ,  B224 , B23 1 ,  B235 , B249 , E 054 , E081 , E096 , E 1 26 , 

E 1 3 6 ,  E 1 6 0 ,  E 184 , E203 , E21 6 ,  E234 , E235 , E251 , E290 , E296 , E306 , E 3 1 5 ,  E 3 1 6 ,  E3 1 7 ,  E32 5 ,  

E340 , E353 , E355 , E391 , E408 , E43 1 ,  E43 2 ,  E43 5 ,  E44 0 ,  E441 , E443 , E44 7 ,  E463 , E47 0 ,  E473 , 

E483 , E484 , E485 , E486 , E487 , E488 , E489 , E490 , E49 1 ,  E492 , E493 , E49 4 ,  E495 ,  E529 , E540 , 

E541 , E54 5 ,  E54 6 ,  E551 , E552 , E565 , E568 , E574 , E575 , E577 , E578 , E580 , E583 , E586 , E587 , 

E594 , E600 , E605 , E615 , E63 0 ,  E634 , E652 , E654 , E659 , E661 , E676 , E67 7 ,  E693 , E694 ,  E 702 , 

E72 1 . E742 , E748 , E751 , E762 , E783 , E795 ,  E805 , 1 005 ,  1 050 , 1 051 . 1 065 ,  1 072 , 1 077 , 1 089 , 

1 09 1 , 1 508 , 1 524 , 1 534 , 1 543 , 1 544 , T006 , T025 , T038 , T039 , T043 , T518 , T574 , W009 , W028 , 

W042 , W043 , W050 , W064 , W065 , W067 , W070 , W07 1 , W072 , W073 , W074 , W079 , W080 , W083 , W085 ,  

W09 0 ,  W 100 ,  W1 04 , W 105 , W106 , W107 , W 108 ,  W 109 , W 1 1 0 ,  WI l l ,  W l 12 , W12 1 ,  W133 , W144 , W145 , 

W150 , W154 , W161 , W167 , W168 , W172 , W179 , W184 , W193 , W2 1 1 ,  W2 1 4 ,  W2 1 5 ,  W2 1 7 ,  W2 1 8 ,  W220 , 

W226 ,  W233 , W252 , W253 , W263 , W266 , W268 , W279 , W284 , W30 5 ,  W307 , W365 , W385 , W389 , W41 7 ,  

W419 , W439 , W450 , W482 , W503 , W51 1 ,  W51 6 ,  W519 , W525 ,  W566 

B052 , B088 , B 1 00 ,  B204 , B205 ,  B2 1 2 ,  B214 , B2 1 5 ,  B228,  B229 , B23 1 ,  B243 , B248 , B256 , E012 , 
E037 , E 168 , E 1 70 , E 1 93 , E 2 1 9 ,  E223 , E224 , E236 , E23 7 ,  E249 , E265 , E266 , E326 , E33 6 ,  E33 7 ,  

E346 , E378 , E392 , E394 , E40 0 ,  E401 , E406 , E43 9 ,  E469 , E470 , E500 , E547 , E566 , E605 , E62 1 ,  

E622 , E626 , E63 1 ,  E646 , E649 , E653 , E657 , E659 , E663 , E672 , E709 , E743 , E746 , E76 1 ,  E765 , 

E 776 , E779 , E803 , E8 1 0 ,  1 045 ,  1 504 , 1 5 14 , 1 528 , 1 529 , 1 53 1 , T047 , T059 , T06 1 ,  T074 , T5 1 1 ,  

W048 , W062 , W101 , W134 , W138 , W164 , W188 , W19 6 ,  W2 13 , W243 , W247 , W259 , W264 , W266 , W273 , 

[ - 1 2  



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

4 . 1 5 . 5  W284 , W289 , W3 1 0 ,  W353 , W387 , W393 , W399 , W409 , W41 0 ,  W41 2 ,  W432 , W457 , W480 ,  W49 1 , W502 , 

W503 , W51 0 ,  W51 3 ,  W51 9 ,  W523 , W524 , W526 ,  W528 , W541 , W542 , W546 ,  W548 , W550 , W553 , W573 

4 . 1 5 . 6  E 740 

4 . 1 5 . 7  E39 8 ,  E460 

4 . 1 5 . 8  E333 , 1 072 , T047 , W463 

5 . 1 . 1  B007 , B264 , E 1 00 ,  E l 71 , E302 , E334 , E645 ,  E684 ,  E68 7 ,  1 07 0 ,  1 545 , T01 6 ,  T048 , W244 

5 . 1 .  2 E241 , E728 , 1 5 1 7 ,  T046 , W195 , W524 

5 . 1 . 3 B00 7 ,  E l 7 1 , E295 , E676 , T023 , W401 , W535 

5 . 1 .  5 E 1 79 

5 . 1 .  6 E l 71 , W466 

5 . 1 .  7 E 1 7 1  

5 . 1 . 8 E 1 7 1 , E278 , W284 ,  W35 0 ,  W524 

5 . 1 .  9 W284 , W524 

5 . 1 . 1 0 B007 , E l 71 , W284 , W52 4 ,  W556 

5 . 1 . 1 1 E l 7 1 , W473 

5 . 1 . 1 2 B2 1 7 ,  E 635 , E663 , W152 

5 . 1 . 1 3 B007 , E l 7 1 , W401 

5 . 1 . 1 4 E l 7 1  

5 . 1 . 1 5 E 1 7 1  

5 . 1 . 1 6 W349 , W408 

5 . 1 . 1 7  W142 

5 . 1 . 18 W237 

5 . 1 .  19 B007 , E 1 7 1  

5 . 1 .  20  B264 , E l 7 5 ,  E346 , E651 , E652 , E 687 , E728 , 1 5 1 7 ,  T061 

5 . 1 . 2 1 B073 , B09 6 ,  B1 1 3 ,  B25 5 ,  B268 , E 1 60 , E l 7 1 , E248 , E27B , E365 , E374 , E376 , E378 , E381 , E382 , 

E386 , E389 , E39 8 ,  E40 6 ,  E432 , E438 , E441 , E448 , E 754 , T007 , W29 6 ,  W368 , W524 ,  W530 , W533 , 

W548 

5 . 1 .  22 E l 75 , W284 

E - l 3 



Sect i on No .  Order Numbers 

5 . 1 . 23 \,1556 

5 . 1 .  24 B007 , B073 , B l 1 3 ,  E 1 7 1 ,  E248 

5 . 1 .  25 E248 

5 . 1 .  26 B007 , E 1 7 1  

5 . 1 .  27 B007 , E 1 7 1 .  E 1 75 , \,1284 , \,146 1  

5 . 1 .  28 \,1288 , \,1292 

5 . 1 .  29 \,1462 

5 . 1 .  30 E250 , E382 , E428 , E668 , E 75 1 , T526 , \,1284 , \,1309 , \,1461 , \,1467 

5 . 1 . 3 1  E l 7 1  

5 . 1 .  32 B021 , E 18 1 , E407 , E 629 

5 . 1 .  33 E205 , E619 , E746 , 1 528 

5 . 1 .  34 B073 , E248 , \,1142 

5 . 1 .  35 E l 50 ,  \,1473 

5 . 1 . 3 6  B045 , B052 , B203 , E206 , E250 , E 3 1 4 ,  E363 , E 6 1 1  , E620 , E688 , E779 , E782 , 1 543 , T03 7 ,  T070 , 

T509 , T558 , T57 0 ,  \,1164 , 101284 . \,1358 , \,1426 , \,1441 , \,1505 

5 . 1 . 37  B067 , B07 0 ,  E l36 , E245 , 1 07 5 .  1 077  , 1 086 ,  \,1257 

5 . 1 .  38 E 1 52 ,  E237 , E356 , E67 6 ,  1 05 1 .  T503 , \,11 7 0 ,  \,1257 , \,1357 , \,1489 , \,1531 

5 . 1 .  39 B007 , E 1 7 1 . E237 , \,119 0 ,  \,1329 

5 . 1 .  40 B051 , E081 , E l 50 ,  E209 , E3 1 0 ,  E356 , E382 , E39 8 ,  E407 , E663 , T033 , T503 

5 . 1 .  4 1  E236 

5 . 1 .  42 B007 , B220 , E081 , E237 , E252 , E266 , E 3 1 5 ,  E321 . E346 . E347 , E432 , E477  , E63 7 ,  E696 , E739 , 

E757 , E773 , 1 0 1 7 , 1 05 1 .  1 093 . 1 522 . 1 545 , T038 , T061 , T063 , T069 , 101198 , \,1247 . 101266 . 10137 6 .  
\,1409 , \,1461 , \,1467 , \,1473 , \,15 1 0 ,  \,1532 , \,1547 , \,1573 

5 . 1 .  43 E237 , E654 

5 . 1 .  44 B073 , E 248 

5 . 1 .  45 E 1 52 ,  E 2 1 8 ,  E308 , E356 , E381 . E386 , E400 , E401 , E403 , E41 5 ,  T503 , T52 1 ,  \,1284 , \,14 1 5 ,  \,1517 

5 . 1 .  46 B093 , B 1 1 7 ,  B256 , E 1 75 , E278 , E397 , E600 , E618 , E67 6 ,  E682 , 1 0 17 , T066 , \,1284 , \,1489 , \,1532 

5 . 1 . 4 7 E278 , \,1556 

[ - 1 4  

W473

E773,

E397,

W547,



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

5 . 1 .  48 ',1556 

5 . 1 . 49 E738 , ',1501  

5 . 2 . 1  B029 , BOS S ,  E 0 1 2 ,  E044 , E055 , E087 , E094 , E 147 , E 1 9 5 ,  E 228 , E279 , E4 1 6 ,  E744 , E 7 5 5 ,  1 039 , 

1 526 , 1 53 0 ,  1 53 8 ,  1 540 , 1 547 , TO l D ,  ',1184 , ',1359 , ',1463 

5 . 2 . 2  ',1463 

5 . 2 . 3  E 0 1 1 ,  ',1284 , ',1458 

5 . 2 . 4 ',123 7  

5 . 2 . 5  B268 , E 2 50 ,  ',1456 

5 . 2 . 6  B03 7 ,  B06 1 . E 1 2 1 , E 199 , E238 , E251 , E441 , 1 0 7 1 , ',1320 , ',1368 , ',1460 

5 . 2 . 7  B08 5 ,  E 1 7 0 ,  E 2 1 9 , E259 , E 6 7 6 ,  E 743 , E 754 , E782 , T002 

5 . 2 . 8 ',1284 

5 . 2 . 9  E 1 4 7 , E360 , ',119 0 ,  ',1329 , ',1393 

5 . 2 . 1 0 E 0 1 1 ,  E 0 1 2 ,  E 1 52 ,  E 3 1 0 ,  E67 1 , E 69 1 ,  E 7 0 5 ,  E 7 7 5 ,  1 005 , 1 087 , 1 097 , 1 5 2 5 ,  T033 , T072 , T573 , 

',1255 , ',1320 

5 . 2 . 1 1 E081 , E 1 60 , E 5 70 ,  E689 , 1 05 1 , ',1003 , ',103 1 ,  ',11 78 , ',1184 

5 . 2 . 1 2 ',1463 

5 . 2 . 1 3 E0 1 2 ,  E 6 7 6 ,  1 005 , 1 09 7 ,  ',1463 , ',1546 

5 . 2 . 1 4 E0 1 1 ,  E012 , E081 , E 1 5 2 ,  E 1 80 ,  E 1 9 1 ,  E47 0 ,  E 6 7 6 ,  E744 , 1 005 , l Ol l ,  1 050 , 1 051 . 1 097 , 1 52 6 ,  

1 53 0 ,  ',1368 , ',1458 , ',1463 , ',1524 , ',1546 

5 . 2 . 1 5 B01 5 ,  E009 , E01 1 ,  E01 2 ,  E097 , E 133 , E 147 , E4 1 3 ,  1 005 , 1 066 , 1 07 6 ,  ',1255 , ',1309 , ',1349 , ',1408 

5 . 2 . 1 6 E0 1 2 , E233 , 1 00 5 ,  ',1458 , ',1463 

5 . 2 . 1 7 W36B 

5 . 2 . 18 E01 2 ,  1 005 ,  ',1458 

5 . 3 . 1  ',1556 

5 . 3 . 2  ',1556 

5 . 3 . 3  '.1556 

5 . 3 . 4  '.1556 

5 . 3 . 5  '.1556 

E - 1 5  

W393



Sec t i on No . Order Numbers 

5 . 3 . 6  W473 

5 . 3 . 7  W556 

5 . 3 . 8  E69 1 . 1 0 1 7 ,  1 087 , W46 1 , W532 

5 . 3 . 9  W473 

5 . 3 . 1 0 B 1 1 5 ,  E 6 1 7  

5 . 3 . 1 1 E203 , W281 , W470 

5 . 3 . 1 2 W462 

5 . 3 . 13 W284 

5 . 3 . 14 W556 

5 . 3 . 1 5 W556 

5 . 3 . 1 6 W556 

5 . 3 . 1 7 W514 

5 . 3 . 18 W556 

5 . 3 . 1 9 W556 

5 . 3 . 20 W556 

5 . 4 . 1  B250 , B268 , E 09 7 ,  E250 , E678 , E 781 , 1 066 , T083 , W353 , W39 0 ,  W489 , W556 

5 . 4 . 2  E689 , E 702 , 1 040 

5 . 5 . 1 E 1 79 , W349 , W408 

5 . 5 . 2  W 190 ,  W329 

5 . 6 . 1  E240 , E278 , E433 , E802 , T00 7 ,  T572 , W284 , W309 , W32 1 ,  W458 

5 . 6 . 2  B261 , E 7 15 , E789 , T561 , W373 

5 . 6 . 3  W289 , W342 , W426 , W441 

5 . 6 . 4  E332 , E386 , T045 , W284 

5 . 6 . 5  B063 , E 1 7 5 ,  E240 , E278 , E306 , W284 

5 . 6 . 6  W32 1 ,  W556 

5 . 6 . 7  E278 , W556 

E - 1 6 



Sect i on N o .  Order N umbers 

5 . 6 . 8  E232 

5 . 6 . 9 E81 1 , T066 , T569 , 10/030 

5 . 6 . 1 0 10/349 , 10/408 

5 . 6 . 1 1  10/349 , 10/408 

5 . 7 . 1  B009 , B054 , E 1 73 , E23 6 ,  E37 4 ,  10/284 , 10/556 

5 . 7 . 2  BO l O .  BOl l .  E 1 74 , E772 , 10/284 . 10/556 

5 . 7 . 3 10/556 

5 . 7 . 4  10/556 

5 . 7 . 5  10/556 

5 . 7 . 6  B058 . E236 . E753 . 1 54 1  

5 . 7 . 7  E 753 . 1 54 1  

5 . 7 . 8  B058 . E 180 , E236 . E 753 . 1 54 1 . 10/436 

5 . 7 . 9  B004 . E081 . E 164 . 1 05 1  

5 . 7 . 1 0 B204 . E 147 , E 19 1 .  E236 , E278 . E309 . E390 , E753 . 1 54 1 . T03 2 .  10/289 . 10/32 2 ,  10/33 1 .  10/384 

5 . 7 . 1 2 B012 , E41 0 .  E753 . 1 54 1 . 10/185 . 10/528 

5 . 7 . 13 E 2 7 B .  E397 . E459 . E460 ,  T007 

5 . 7 . 14 10/456 

5 . 7 . 1 5 E374 , E676 . 10/289 . 10/487 

5 . 7 . 1 6 10/349 . 10/408 

5 . 7 . 1 7 E278 . T007 

5 . 7 . 18 10/349 . 10/408 

5 . 7 . 19 E460 

5 . 7 . 20 B 1 1 5 .  E6 1 7 ,  E 753 

5 . 7 . 2 1 10/401 

5 . 7 . 22 8004 , E 1 64 

5 . 7 . 23 10/288 

E - 1 7  

W349,



Sect i on No . 

5 . 7 . 24 

5 . 8 . 1  

5 . 8 . 2  

5 . 8 . 3  

5 . 8 . 4  

5 . 8 . 5  

5 . 8 . 6  

5 . 8 . 7  

5 . 8 . 8  

5 . 8 . 9  

5 . 8 . 1 0 

5 . 8 . 1 1  

5 . 8 . 1 2 

5 . 8 . 1 3 

5 . 8 . 14 

5 . 8 . 15 

5 . 8 . 16  

5 . 8 . 1 7  

5 . 8 . 18 

5 . 8 . 1 9 

5 . 8 . 20 

5 . 9 . 1  

5 . 9 . 2  

5 . 9 . 3  

5 . 9 . 4  

5 . 9 . 5  

Order Numbers  

E005 , 1 00 1  

E 1 60 , E 725 , 1 5 13 , 1.'452 

E629 

B 1 13 , 1.'240 , 1.'476 

1.'46 1 

B02 1 ,  1.'284 , 1.'556 

E 181  

E4 1 7 ,  1.'2 12  

1 0 1 7  , 1.'532 

B007 , B l 13 

1.'2 12  

1.'556 

1.'556 

1.'350 

1.'556 

1.'556 

1.'463 

E278 

1.'556 

1.'556 

E009 , 1 007 

E278 , E304 , E 4 1 6 ,  E433 , E450 , E479 , E770 , T007 , T067 , T542 , T57 0 .  1.'378 

1.'556 

B208 , B244 , B268 , E250 , E356 , E673 , E781 , E 796 , 1 540 , T083 , T084 , T503 , 1.'309 , 1.'327 , 1.'37 1 ,  

1.'43 4 ,  1.'51 4 ,  1.'5 16  

1 540 , 1.'473 

1.'473 , 1.'628 

E - 1 8 



Sect ion  Order Numbers 

5 . 1 0 . 1  B02 1 ,  B02 2 ,  B077 , E 18 1 , E 187 , E241 , E251 , E278 , E332 , E479 , E596 , E 754 , T007 , T04 5 ,  T058 , 

T542 , '.137 1 ,  '.1432 , '.1452 

5 . 1 0 . 2  B02 1 , B057 , E 181 , E23 1 ,  E412 , E754 ,  T047 , T523 

5 . 1 0 . 3  B02 1 , B057 , E 187 , E23 1 ,  E 754 

5 . 1 0 . 4  B203 , B223 , B240 , E061 , E063 , E265 , E300 , E308 , E386 , E450 , E47 0 ,  E 52 5 ,  E547 , E620 , E666 , 

E774 , E780 , E789 , E 796 ,  E808 , E81 0 ,  1 057 , T028 , T030 ,  T070 , T072 , T082 , T5 1 l .  T524 ,  T554 , 

T561 , '.103 0 ,  '.110 1 , '.1284 , '.1334 ,  '.1403 , '.1524 , '.1548 

5 . 1 0 . 5  B07 1 , B07 4 ,  B09 6 ,  B259 , E 1 7 5 ,  E246 , E278 , E33 1 ,  E339 , E342 , E343 , E509 , E646 , E647 , E803 , 

T044 , T050 , T053 , T054 , '.1284 , '.1296 ,  '.1373 , '.1440 , '.1489 , '.1530 , '.1538 , '.1546 

5 . 1 0 . 6  B02 1 ,  B07 l . B223 , E 181 , E241 , E246 , '.1 1 19  

5 . 1 0 . 7  B039 , B065 , E 18 l . E20 l .  E242 , E252 , E287 , E343 , E570 , E 7 7 5 ,  T054 , '.103 1 , '.1349 , '.1376 , '.1408 , 
'.1452 , '.1477 

5 . 1 0 . 8  E 18 1 , E278 , E41 0 ,  E754 

5 . 1 0 . 9 B02 1 , B209 , E 181 , E629 , T546 , '.1452 

5 . 1 0 . 1 0 E 18 1 , E629 , '.1452 

5 . 1 0 . 1 1  E068 , 1 047 

5 . 1 0 . 1 2 E596 , '.1008 

5 . 1 0 . 1 3 E596 , '.1008 

5 . 1 0 . 14 B077  , E251  

5 . 1 0 . 1 5 E278 

5 . 1 0 . 1 6 E 1 50 

5 . 10 . 1 7 B09 6 ,  E4 1 7 ,  E754 , '.121 2 ,  '.1296 

5 . 1 0 . 18 '.1433 

5 . 1 0 . 19 '.1452 

5 . 1 0 . 20 E 181 

5 . 1 0 . 2 1  B021 , E 068 , E 18 1 , E4 1 7 ,  1 047 , '.1212 

5 . 1 0 . 22 '.1489 

5 . 1 1  E232 , '.1462 

5 . 1 2 . 1  B00 1 , B01 5 ,  B039 , B056 , B07 0 ,  B072 , B096 ,  B102 , B 1 05 , B l 1 7 ,  B203 , B208 , B238 , B239 , B259 , 

E - 1 9  

No .

W452,

W433

E339,



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

5 . 1 2 . 1 B260 , E03 1 ,  E064 , E 065 , E086 , E 1 2 5 ,  E 147 , E l50 , E 1 52 , E l6 0 ,  E 1 69 , E 1 7 5 ,  E l8 0 ,  E l 92 , E224 , 
E229 , E233 , E236 , E245 , E247 , E265 , E281 , E287 , E300 ,  E 3 10 ,  E3 1 2 ,  E3 1 6 ,  E320 , E342 , E343 , 
E346 , E354 , E360 , E375 , E395 , E405 , E406 , E423 , E43 0 ,  E434 ,  E444 , E456 , E457 , E459 , E470 , 

E477  , E500 , E508,  E525 , E547 , E57 0 ,  E607 , E61 0 ,  E61 8 ,  E620 , E621 , E628 , E643 , E 646 , E647 , 
E648 , E 649 , E650 , E664 , E665 ,  E688 , E701 , E 72 1 , E728 , E 754 , E 767 , E 7 7 0 ,  E 7 74 ,  E 7 76 ,  E779 , 
E 780 , E 781 , E 78 2 ,  E 789 , E793 , E795 , E 79 6 ,  E803 , E81 0 ,  1 008 , 1 027 , 1 050 ,  1 074 , 1 1 03 , 1 504 , 

1 508 , 1 5 1 7 ,  T004 , T0 1 2 ,  T028 , T03 1 ,  T03 3 ,  T039 , T041 , T053 , T054 , T061 , T06 7 ,  T070 , T073 , 

T074 , T076 ,  T082 , T083 , T501 , T5 1 1 ,  T524 , T53 7 ,  T541 , T56 1 , T56 7 ,  \;,029 , \;,030 , \;,03 1 , \;,048 , 

\;'101 , \;,148 , \;,165 , \;, 1 7 0 ,  \;,185 ,  \;,246 , \;'254 , \;,255 , \;,270 , \;,27 1 ,  \;,272 , \;,273 , \;,27 5 ,  \;'284 , \;'288 . 

\;,289 , \;'29 2 ,  \;,296 , \;,3 1 0 ,  \;,321 , \;,330 ,  \;,332 ,  \;,335 ,  \;,342 , \;,353 , \;,3 7 1 , \;,383 , \;,389 , \;,39 0 ,  \;'404 , 
\;,405 , \;,426 ,  \;,42 7 ,  \;,429 , \;'43 0 ,  \;'43 1 , \;'434 ,  \;,435 ,  \;'440 ,  \;'441 , \;'456 , \;'459 , \;'467 , \;'47 2 ,  \;'485 ,  

\;,485 , \;'487 , \;,500 , \;,51 3 ,  \;,519 , \;,524 , \;,524 , \;'52 6 ,  \;,527 , \;,53 0 ,  \;,538 , \;'544 , \;'54 6 ,  \;'548 

5 . 1 2 . 2  E 2 7 6 ,  E325 , T043 

5 . 1 2 . 3  \;'456 

5 . 1 2 . 4  \;,33 2 ,  \;,349 , \;'408 

5 . 1 2 . 5  E061 , E39 0 ,  E51 6 ,  E808 , 1 057 , \;'134 , \;,1 71 , \;'489 

5 . 1 2 . 6  E058 , E068 , E 1 7 5 ,  1 047 , \;'240 

5 . 1 2 . 7  E224 , E41 0 ,  \;'103 

5 . 1 3 . 1  B063 , E240 

5 . 1 3 . 2  B063 

5 . 1 3 . 3  E240 , \;,284 , \;,350 

5 . 1 3 . 4  B063 , E240 , 1 539 , \;'284 , \;,350 

5 . 1 3 . 5  E240 , E456 , T537 ,  \;'524 

5 . 1 3 . 6  E24 0 ,  E250 , E305 , \;'284 , \;'440 

5 . 1 3 . 7  \;,556 

5 . 1 3 . 8 E240 

5 . 1 3 . 9  B 1 1 5 ,  E 61 7 ,  E63 5 ,  1 539 , \;'152 , \;'524 

5 . 1 3 . 1 0 E770 , 1 539 , T067 

5 . 13 . 1 1 E 1 7 1 , \;'368 

5 . 13 . 1 2 B063 , E240 , E 752 , 1 53 9 ,  \;'284 , \;'309 

5 . 1 3 . 1 3 B056 ,  B063 , B086 , B 1 1 5 ,  B217 , E026 ,  E 1 7 5 ,  E229 , E306 , E343 , E456 , E525 , E 61 7 ,  E 7 76 , 1 02 1 ,  

1 53 7 ,  T074 , T53 7 ,  \;,03 0 ,  \;'284 

E - 2 0  



Sect i on No . Order N umbers 

5 . 1 3 . 1 4 8209 , EBl l ,  T OOB , T 55B , W263 , W264 , W505 ,  W524 , W547 , W573 

5 . 1 3 . 1 5 8093 , E400 , E40 1 , E600 

5 . 1 3 . 1 6 809 5 ,  8097 , E 602 , T054 , W33 1  

5 . 1 3 . 1 7 E23 6 ,  E240 , W2B4 

5 . 1 3 . 1 B 826B , E250  

5 . 13 . 19 E026 , E240 , 1 02 1 ,  W 179 , W2B4 

5 . 13 . 20 W556 

5 . 1 3 . 2 1 W555 

5 . 1 4 . 1  80 1 2 , 82 1 7 ,  E278 , E 63 5 ,  T007 , W152 

5 . 14 . 2  E 0 25 ,  E l 7 5 ,  1 02 0 ,  W284 

5 . 1 5 W274 , W285 , W629 

5 . 1 6 . 1  E27B , E33 2 ,  T007 , T045 

5 . 1 6 . 2  W462 

5 . 1 6 . 3  W55 6 ,  W630 

5 . 1 6 . 4  E 1 60 

5 . 1 7 . 1  E278 , W32 7 ,  W556 

5 . 1 7 . 2  E 04 1 ,  E 1 7 5 ,  E 7 76 , E 7 78 , 1 035 , 1 50 6 ,  T041 , T074 , T080 , T567 , W284 , W485 

5 . 1 7 . 3  8009 , E 1 73 ,  E278 , T007 , W284 

5 . 18 . 1  W556 

5 . 18 . 2  80BO , E255  

5 . 18 . 3  W556 

5 . 18 . 4  E081 , E 088 , E725 , 1 0 1 7 ,  1 05 1 , 1 5 1 3 ,  W532 

5 . 18 . 5  8080 , E255 

5 . 1 9 . 1  W556 

5 . 1 9 . 2  W556 

E - 2 1  

B093,

W556,

E332,



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 
5 . 19 . 3  8009 , E 173 , 1.'284 , 1.'556 

5 . 19 . 4  6009 , E 173 , E 1 8 0 ,  E409 , 1 0 1 7 ,  T522 , 1.'532 , 1.'556 

5 . 19 . 5  1.'556 

5 . 1 9 . 6  6009 , 6223 , E005 , E 1 73 , E 180 , I DO l , 1 04 1 , 1.'32 1 , 1.'556 

5 . 20 . 1  6259 , E 24 0 ,  E 278 , E443 , T007 , 1.'350 

5 . 20 . 2  E 1 3 2 ,  E 2 1 2 ,  E264 , 1 544 

5 . 20 . 3  E240 , 1.'284 

5 . 20 . 4  1 020 

5 . 20 . 5  1.'350 

5 . 20 . 6  E278 , T007 

5 . 20 . 7  1.'350 

5 . 20 . 8  1.'284 

5 . 20 . 9  E 24 0 ,  1.'284 

5 . 20 . 1 0 E635 , 1.'152 

5 . 20 . 1 1 E796 , T568 

5 . 2 1 .  1 1.'349 , 1.'408 

5 . 2 1 . 2  6080 , E255 

5 . 2 1 . 3  E781 , T007 , T083 , T567 

5 . 2 1 . 4  608 0 ,  E 1 7 5 ,  E255 , 1.'284 , 1.'500 , 1.'556 

5 . 2 1 . 5  1.'628 

5 . 2 1 . 6  6080 , E255 

5 . 2 1 . 7  1.'556 

5 . 22 . 1  E 009 , 1 007 

5 . 2 2 . 2  62 14 , E061 , E 150 , E302 , E342 , E355 , E374 , E449 , E457 , E808 , T502 , 1.'190 , 1.'19 1 , 1.'329 

5 . 22 . 3  E355 , E479 , E480 , E748 ,  1 52 5 ,  1 534 , T502 , T542 , T544 , 1.'284 , 1.'463 , 1.'524 , 1.'628 

5 . 22 . 4  6072 , E 137 , E247 , E342 , E39 0 ,  E633 , E67 6 ,  1 078 , 1.'19 0 ,  1.'257 , 1.'329 , 1.'463 , 1.'524 , 1.'528 

E - 2 2  



Sect i o n  No . Order Numbers 

5 . 2 2 . 5  1119 0 ,  11329 

5 . 2 2 . 6  E059 , E l 50 , E355 , E403 , E52 6 ,  E676 , E728 , E 743 , 1 52 5 ,  T502 , T518 , T52 1 ,  11033 , 11440 , 11458 , 

11524 

5 . 23 . 1  E278 , T007 , 11534 

5 . 23 . 2  E278 , T007  

5 . 23 . 3  B 106 , E 2 7 8 ,  E6 1 1 ,  T007 , T570  

5 . 23 . 4  11519 

5 . 23 . 5  E240 , E 2 78 

5 . 23 . 6  11556 

5 . 23 . 7  1 539 

5 . 23 . 8  11427 

5 . 23 . 9  1 544 , 11555 

5 . 23 . 1 0 11350 

5 . 23 . 1 1 11309 

5 . 23 . 1 2 11556 

5 . 23 . 1 3 E 2 7 8 ,  T007  

5 . 23 . 14 1 544 , 11555 

5 . 23 . 1 5 11473 , 11524 

5 . 23 . 1 6 B22 0 ,  E637  

5 . 23 . 1 7 E240 , E 2 7 8 ,  T007 

5 . 23 . 18 E240 , 11284 

5 . 23 . 1 9 E278 , E4 1 2 ,  T007 , T523 , 11284 , 11327  

5 . 23 . 2 0  11556 

5 . 23 . 2 1  E240 , 11350 

5 . 23 . 22 B2 1 7 ,  E63 5 ,  11 1 52 , 11350  

5 . 23 . 23 E086 , E 3 54 , 1 008 , T501 , 11473 

5 . 23 . 24 11284 

E - 23 



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 
5 . 23 . 25 B009 , E 1 73 , 10/556 

5 . 23 . 26 B063 , E240 , 10/284 

5 . 23 . 2 7  10/473 

5 . 23 . 28 B0 16  

5 . 23 . 29 10/555 

5 . 23 . 30 E 773 , T069 

5 . 24 . 1  E278 , T007 , T568 

5 . 24 . 2  E 1 7 1 , E796 

5 . 24 . 3  E 1 7 1 , 10/461  

5 . 24 . 4  E l 7 l  

5 . 24 . 5  B244 , E 1 7 5 ,  E 1 79 , r 099 , 10/284 

5 . 24 . 6  B089 , E 0 1 9 , E597 , E 703 , r 0 1 2  

5 . 24 . 7  10/432 

5 . 24 . 8  r 099  

5 . 24 . 9  r 540 

5 . 24 . 1 0 10/458 

5 . 24 . 1 1 10/476 

5 . 24 . 1 2 10/254 

5 . 24 . 1 3  E 78 1 ,  T083 

5 . 24 . 14 B02 0 ,  E 1 7 1 , E 18 0 ,  E781 , T083 , 10/559 

5 . 24 . 1 5 E08 1 ,  r 05 1  

5 . 1 4 . 1 6 T033 

5 . 24 . 1 7 E 28 7 ,  E342 , E397 , E 4 7 0 ,  E780 , 10/255 , 10/284 

5 . 24 . 18 B007 , B 0 1 7  , B040 , B09 1 ,  B09 6 ,  B 1 1 3 , B244 , B249 , E l 7 l , E 1 7 5 ,  E278 , E340 , E374 , E398 , E599 , 
E67 6 ,  E677  , E767 , E 76 7 ,  E 7 7 5 ,  T007 , T05 1 , T07 2 ,  T073 , T082 , 10/284 , 10/29 6 ,  10/43 3 ,  10/502 , 10/628 

5 . 24 . 1 9 10/458 , 10/501 

5 . 24 . 20 T006 , 10/307  

E - 2 4 



Sect i on No . 

5 . 24 . 2 1 

5 . 24 . 2 2 

5 . 24 . 23 

5 . 24 . 24  

5 . 24 . 25 

5 . 24 . 26 

5 . 24 . 2 7 

5 . 24 . 28 

5 . 24 . 29 

5 . 24 . 3 0  

5 . 24 . 3 1 

5 . 24 . 32 

5 . 24 . 33 

Order Numbers 

8014 , 8029 , 8094 , E098 , E 1 6 3 ,  E l 7 7 , E 182 , E 1 9 5 ,  E 2 7 6 ,  E601 , 1 0 08 ,  1 050 , 1 068 , 1 540 , T004 , 

',1172 , ',1368 

8013 , 809 5 ,  E094 , E l 1 7 , E 1 33 ,  E 1 3 7 , E 152 , E 1 7 6 ,  E 184 ,  E234 , E23 6 ,  E3 1 0 ,  E324 , E328 , E329 , 

E352 , E388 , E 52 1 .  E 563 , E602 , E6 15 , E 73 6 ,  1 027 , 1 062 , 1 076 , 1 078 ,  1 506 , 1 52 0 ,  T 0 1 6 ,  T033 , 

T042 , ',102 6 ,  ',1038 ,  ',1177 , ',1254 , ',1302 

8001 , 8002 , 8004 , 8005 , 8 0 1 4 ,  8082 , 8094 , 8 1 03 , E008 , E0 10A ,  E 0 1 5 ,  E 0 1 8 ,  E0 19A , E02 0 ,  E02 1 ,  

E 02 5 ,  E03 1 ,  E03 2 ,  E033 , E040 , E052 , E055 , E056 , E067 , E069 , E 0 7 6 ,  E 078 , E079 , E082 , E083 , 

E084 , E086 , E087 , E088 , E089 , E09 0 ,  E092 , E096 , E098 , E 1 00 , E 1 2 1 , E 1 28 ,  E 1 30 , E 1 3 1 , E 1 32 , 

E 160 , E 16 1 , E 1 64 ,  E 1 6 5 ,  E 1 7 7 ,  E233 , E257 , E258 ,  E279 , E283 , E284 , E351 , E353 , E354 , E399 , 

E43 7 ,  E 5 1 8 ,  E 5 2 0 ,  E524 , E546 , E556 , E557 , E558 , E559 , E560 , E56 7 ,  E569 , E 5 7 4 ,  E 581 , E582 , 

E 584 , E59 1 ,  E592 , E601 , E608 , E689 , E694 , E69 6 ,  E7 18 , E 7 1 9 , E 72 1 ,  E722 , E 724 , E 73 1 ,  E 73 2 ,  

E 7 33 ,  E734 , E735 , E736 , E744 , E745 , E 748 , E 75 1 .  E 755 , E784 , 1 008 , 1 0 1 0 ,  1 0 1 3 , 1 0 1 4 ,  1 0 1 5 ,  

1 0 1 6 , 1 020 , 1 02 7 , 1 02 8 , 1 03 1 .  1 034 , 1 03 6 ,  1 037 , 1 040 , 1 042 , 1 044 , 1 046 , 1 048 , 1 053 , 1 054 , 

1 055 , 1 058 , 1 06 0 ,  1 063 , 1 0 6 5 ,  1 068 , 1 07 1 ,  1 09 0 ,  1 09 1 ,  1 09 3 ,  1 09 8 ,  1 503 , 1 505 , 1 507 , 1 508 , 

1 509 , 1 5 1 1 ,  1 5 19 , 1 52 0 ,  1 52 6 ,  1 527 , 1 530 , 1 53 4 ,  1 538 , 1 540 , 1 54 5 ,  1 547 , 1 548 , 1 549 , 1 550 , 

T0 10 , T50 1 ,  T52 7 , T578 , ',lOl l ,  ',102 0 ,  ',102 1 ,  ',1022 , ',1023 , ',1024 , ',1040 , ',1041 , ',1050 , ',1052 , ',1054 , 

',106 1 ,  ',1063 , ',107 5 ,  ',1077 , ',1100 , ',1130 , ',114 1 ,  ',1146 , ',1153 , ',1 1 5 5 ,  ',1 1 78 ,  ',1203 , ',1222 , ',1223 , ',1238 , 

',1251 , ',127 7 ,  ',1280 , ',13 1 2 , ',1335 , ',1352 , ',1354 , ',1359 , ',1360 , ',136 5 ,  ',1419 , ',1443 , ',1449 , ',1529 , ',153 7 ,  

',1549 , ',1552 , ',155 7 ,  ',1564 

',1538 

E028 , E25 1 ,  E29 5 ,  E514 , E688 , E 754 ,  E 781 , 1 023 , T023 , T024 , T083 , ',109 8 ,  ',1192 , ',1280 , ',1373 , 

',1433 , ',1436 

807 7 ,  ',1284 

801 5 ,  8 0 1 8 ,  8028 , 8055 , 8069 , 8073 , 809 0 ,  8 1 0 5 ,  8 1 0 6 , 8107 , 8 1 1 5 ,  8206 , 8 2 2 0 ,  8229 , 8240 , 

8249 , 8254 , 8255 , 8256 , E0 1 4 ,  E0 18 , E039 , E058 , E 1 36 ,  E 1 52 , E 1 7 1 , E 1 7 5 ,  E 228 , E236 , E244 , 

E248 , E 2 78 ,  E305 , E328 , E333 , E339 , E36 1 , E363 , E428 , E43 1 ,  E444 , E463 , E507 , E508 , E598 , 

E 6 1 0 ,  E 6 1 1 ,  E 6 1 2 , E 6 1 7 ,  E 63 7 , E64 1 ,  E644 , E646 , E653 , E666 , E 6 7 6 ,  E67 7 ,  E681 , E688 , E69 0 ,  

E 70 1 , E 7 1 4 , E 76 1 , E786 , E 79 7 , 1 033 , 1 077 , 1 1 03 , 1 504 , 1 5 1 6 ,  1 546 ,  T 0 14 ,  T04 7 ,  T050 , T072 , 

T508 , T509 , T 52 6 ,  T 5 7 0 ,  ',1029 , ',1219 , ',1254 , ',1263 , ',1284 , ',1288 , ',1289 , ',1405 , ',1409 , ',1429 , ',143 0 ,  

',1456 , ',1485 , ',1533 , ',1547 , ',1567 , ',1573 

E 1 7 1 , E333 , E356 , E45 7 ,  E775 , T047 , T503 

',1473 

8001 , 8089 , 8092 , 822 5 ,  E086 , E 139 , E 140 , E 145 , E222 , E252 , E 2 7 0 ,  E27 1 , E 2 7 7 , E293 , E361 , 

E41 6 ,  E622 , E 653 , E 65 5 ,  E684 , E 745 , E 750 , E 7 7 0 ,  E 779 , E782 , E 783 , E 79 0 ,  1 5 1 6 , 1 52 6 , 1 52 7 ,  

1 53 1 ,  1 53 5 ,  T005 , T008 , T02 1 , T062 , T067 , T08 5 ,  T508 , T564 , ',1009 , ',1189 , ',1192 , ',1262 , ',128 0 ,  

',142 4 ,  ',1450 , ',1482 , ',149 2 ,  ',1552 , ',1561 , ',1568 

E 0 1 4 ,  E039 , E 147 , E 23 6 ,  E 7 19 , E 72 1 .  E724 , 1 03 1 ,  1 033 , 1 505 , 1 508 , 1 5 1 1 .  ',1142 , ',1277 , ',1528 , 

',1545 , ',1631 

1 0 1 7  

',1393 

E - 2 5  



Sec t i on No . Order Numbers 
5 . 24 . 34 T555 

5 . 25 . 1  11'461 

5 . 25 . 2  E026 , 1 02 1  

5 . 25 . 3  E 087 , E 13 1 , E698 , 1 1 0 0 ,  1 54 0 ,  1 5 5 0 ,  11'454 

5 . 25 . 4  B045 , 11'461 

5 . 2 5 . 5  E250 , E 6 1 9 , E 796 , 11'349 , 11'408 , 11'5 19 , 11'524 

5 . 25 . 6  E499 , 11'07 6 ,  11'38 1  

5 . 2 6 . 1  E 0 1 1  , E041 , E 3 1 0 ,  E477 , 1 03 5 ,  T033 , T541 , 11'284 , 11'461 , 11'463 

5 . 2 6 . 2  B081 , E 0 1 1  , E041 , E 081 , E205 , E 23 6 ,  E256 , E302 , E 3 1 0 ,  E43 5 ,  E740 , 1 03 5 ,  1 05 1 , T0 1 6 ,  TO l l ,  
T033 , 11'003 , 11'284 , 11'289 , 11'32 0 ,  11'384 , 11'461 , 11'463 , 11'534 , 11'628 

5 . 26 . 3  11'458 

5 . 26 . 4  11'463 

5 . 26 . 5  E364 , 11'268 

5 . 26 . 6  E689 

5 . 26 . 7  11'628 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1  B05 2 ,  B059 , E 147 , E23 7 ,  E278 , E278 , 1 007 , T007 , 11'164 , 11'456, W195 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 2  1 007 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 3 11'283 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 4  B03 2 ,  B059 , B 1 1 4 ,  E009 , E207 , E23 7 ,  E 6 16 ,  E 752 , 1 007 , 1 536  

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 5  B032 , B059 , E009 , E 19 7 ,  E23 7 ,  11'19 0 ,  11'283 , 11'329 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 6  11'456 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 7  11'456 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 8 E009 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 9 11'456 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 0 11'456 

5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 1 B202 , E l47 , E 2 7 4 ,  E3 02 , E406 , E41 0 ,  E47 0 ,  E 773 , T002 , T069 , 11'255 , 11'289 , 11'489 
5 . 2 7 . 1 . 1 2 E 1 47  
5 . 2 7 . 2  B03 2 ,  B033 , B040 , B067 , B088 , B 2 1 0 ,  B233 , B23 5 ,  B238 , B239 , B248 , B249 , B254 , E009 , E03 7 ,  

E - 2 6 



Sect i on No . 

5 . 2 7 . 2  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 1  

5 . 27 . 3 . 2  

5 . 2 7 . 3 . 3  

5 . 27 . 3 . 4  

5 . 27 . 4 . 1 

5 . 27 . 4 . 2  

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 3  

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 4  

5 . 2 7 . 4 . 5  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 1  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 2  

5 . 2 7 . 5 . 3  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1  

Order Numbers  

E 1 7 1 , E 1 7 9 ,  E 197 , E 2 16 ,  E 23 2 ,  E236 , E23 7 ,  E 243 , E265 , E 2 7 4 ,  E 2 7 8 ,  E285 , E288 , E 29 3 ,  E300 , 

E302 , E 3 0 5 ,  E3 1 0 ,  E3 1 2 ,  E33 5 ,  E360 , E370 , E39 0 ,  E393 , E397 , E4 1 5 ,  E4 1 7 ,  E42 1 , E43 5 ,  E446 , 

E449 , E452 , E456 , E 4 70 ,  E477 , E502 , E547 , E 61 1 ,  E63 0 ,  E660 , E661 , E664 , E665 , E 6 76 ,  E677 , 

E68 1 ,  E748 , E802 , E802 , 1 007 , 1 504 , 1 534 , T002 , T009 , T 0 13 , T02 1 ,  T028 , T03 3 ,  T041 , T063 , 

T53 2 ,  T53 2 , T53 7 ,  T541 , T558 , T572 , T574 , T580 , W058 , W 10 1 , W19 1 , W208 , W2 12 , W256 , W259 , 

W28 4 ,  W288 , W289 , W29 2 , W332 , W3 79 , W397 , W436 ,  W459 , W466 , W538 , W539 

B013 , BOSS , B056 , E 1 7 6 ,  E 2 1 8 ,  E228 , E229 , E306 , E339 , E 752 , 1 53 6 ,  T050 , W284 , W379 

E 2 74 ,  T002, E 278 

B034 , B040 , B043 , B050 , BOSS , B249 , E 1 4 7 ,  E 1 52 , E203 , E 2 08 , E 2 1 4 ,  E 2 1 6 , E 2 22 , E 224 , E225 , 

E 228 , E 273 , E 2 74 ,  E278 , E 288 , E300 , E302 , E3 1 1 ,  E365 , E366 , E370 , E390 , E403 , E 4 1 4 ,  E424 , 

E449 , E47 7 ,  E 5 26 ,  E676 , E677 , E 72 1 ,  E 752 , E 798 , 1 508 , 1 53 6 ,  1 540 , TOOl , T002 , T006 , T0 1 3 ,  

T01 6 ,  T028 , T033 , T034 , T51 1 ,  T52 1 , T524 , T541 , T567 , W033 , W 136 ,  W268 , W2 7 0 ,  W2 7 1 ,  W272 , 

W273 , W2 73 , W2 75 , W30 7 ,  W3 1 0 ,  W3 1 5 ,  W3 1 8 ,  W330 ,  W341 , W358 , W37 1 , W384 , W397 , W406 , W472 , 

W551 

B08 8 ,  B259 , E009 , E273 , E278 , E302 , E305 , E323 , E339 , E416 , E45 7 ,  E469 , E479 , E 670 ,  E 7 7 8 ,  

T048 , T050 , T080 , T542 , W200 , W284 , W3 1 2 ,  W353 , W395  

W350 

W456 

E0 1 7 ,  W19 0 ,  W268 , W309 , W329 

B033 , B 0 7 0 ,  E245 , E663 , E 72 1 ,  1 508 , W185 

E 03 0 ,  E 0 9 6 ,  E258 , E544 , E56 1 , E567 , E694 , E722 , E 736 ,  E 747 , 1 02 5 ,  1 026 , 1 029 , 1 065 ,  1 09 1 , 

1 509 , 1 520 , 1 522 , 1 533 , 1 552 , T52 7 ,  W02 5 ,  W06! . W084 ,  W 1 72 , W19 7 ,  W238 , W3 1 2 ,  W36 0 ,  W446 , 

W561 , W563 , W569 

E273 , E274 , TOO l , T002 

E 0 9 5 ,  E434 , E 5 1 6 ,  1 064 , T524 , W 103 , W538 

B056 , B22 5 ,  B250 , E009 , E 147 , E22 9 ,  E39 7 ,  E457 , E655 , E678 , E 783 , E 786 , E 792 , 1 086 , T555 , 

T56 6 ,  WOO l ,  W134 , W289 , W357 

B001 , BOOS , B008 , B013 , B041 , B089 , B09 4 ,  B 1 1 0 ,  B l 1 4 ,  B22 1 ,  E005 , E 006 , E 008 , E0 10A ,  E0 1 7 ,  

E02 0 ,  E021 , E024 , E 03 2 ,  E034 , E052 , E055 , E069 , E073 , E 0 74 ,  E 0 7 5 ,  E076 , E 077 , E 078 , E079 , 

E 080 , E 085 , E087 , E089 , E09 2 ,  E094 , E09 6 ,  E 1 28 , E 1 29 , E 1 49 ,  E 1 60 , E 1 62 , E 1 65 , E 1 72 , E 1 7 6 ,  

E 183 , E 202 , E 2 1 5 ,  E22 0 ,  E236 , E258 , E267 , E 2 7 5 ,  E277 , E 2 79 , E308 , E328 , E33 1 , E342 , E 350 ,  

E351 , E354 , E39 8 ,  E42 6 ,  E437 , E478 , E483 , E484 , E485 , E486 , E487 , E488 , E489 , E49 0 ,  E49 1 , 

E492 , E493 , E494 , E49 5 ,  E496 , E504 , E5 1 7 ,  E 520 ,  E523 , E52 4 ,  E52 6 ,  E528 , E 529 , E53 1 ,  E533 , 

E534 , E53 5 ,  E 53 7 ,  E 54 0 ,  E 541 , E542 , E543 , E544 , E54 5 ,  E550 , E55 1 ,  E552 , E553 , E554 , E 555 ,  

E557 , E 558 , E559 , E560 , E561 , E563 , E565 , E567 , E568 , E 569 , E572 , E573 , E574 , E57 7 ,  E 5 7 8 ,  

E580 , E581 , E582 , E 583 , E 588 , E59 1 ,  E592 , E593 , E 59 7 ,  E601 , E 6 1 4 ,  E 6 1 6 ,  E624 ,  E62 5 ,  E638 , 

E694 , E 703 , E 72 1 ,  E 7 22 , E 7 24 ,  E728 , E 7 30 ,  E 73 1 , E732 , E 7 3 4 ,  E739 , E747 , E 75 1 , E 752 , E764 , 

E783 , E 784 , E786 , E l88 , I DO l , 1 002 , 1 004 , 1 008 , 1 0 1 4 ,  l O I S ,  1 0 19 , 1 028 , 1 03 6 ,  1 044 , 1 048 , 

1 05 1 , 1 0 5 6 ,  1 060 , 1 062 , 1 065 , 1 083 , 1 09 1 ,  1 50 1 , 1 5 0 8 ,  1 509 , 1 5 1 1 ,  1 5 1 7 ,  1 5 1 9 ,  1 522 , 1 53 0 ,  

E - 2 7 



Sect i on No . 

5 . 27 . 6 . 1  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 2  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 3  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 4  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 5  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 6  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 7  

5 . 27 . 6 . 8  

5 . 27 . 6 . 9  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 0 

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 1  

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 2 

5 . 2 7 . 6 . 1 3 

5 . 27 . 6 . 1 4 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 2 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 3  

O rder Numbers 

1 533 , 1 53 6 ,  T003 , T005 , TOl D ,  T030 , T044 , T08 5 ,  T50 1 , T52 0 ,  T52 5 ,  T559 , T573 , T578 , T579 , 

W0 1 1 ,  W01 6 ,  W02 0 ,  W02 1 ,  W02 2 ,  W023 , W024 , W025 , W026 , W028 , W033 , W039 , W040 , W041 , W042 , 

W043 , W045 , W046 , W047 , W050 , W052 , W054 , W055 , W05 6 ,  W06 1 ,  W063 , W064 , W065 , W068 , W07 0 ,  

W07 1 ,  W072 , W073 , W074 , W079 , W08 0 ,  W081 , W082 , W083 , W084 , W08 5 ,  W088 , W09 0 ,  W09 1 , W094 , 

W09 6 ,  W097 , W 104 , W 1 05 ,  W 1 06 ,  W107 , W108 , W 109 , W1 1 0 ,  W1 1 1 ,  Wl 1 2 ,  Wl 13 , Wl 1 5 ,  Wl 1 7 ,  W l 1 8 ,  

W1 2 1 , W123 , W127 , W129 , W13 0 ,  W131 , W133 , W 1 3 5 ,  W13 7 ,  W 1 5 5 ,  W 1 5 6 ,  W 158 , W172 , W 173 , W174 , 

W206 , W209 , W2 14 , W2 1 5 ,  W2 1 6 ,  W22 1 , W22 2 ,  W223 , W226 , W227 , W23 8 ,  W25 1 , W252 , W260 , W269 , 

W27 0 ,  W27 1 ,  W272 , W27 5 ,  W277 , W278 , W279 , W284 , W30 5 ,  W312 , W354 , W360 , W361 , W365 , W367 , 

W372 , W385 , W4 17 , W427 , W45 1 ,  W454 , W456 , W481 , W49 1 ,  W506 , W529 , W548 , W549 , W55 1 ,  W552 , 

W561 , W562 , W563 , W564 , W568 , W569, W044 

B037 , E 199 , E37 1 . E374 , E37 5 ,  E 738 , 1 0 1 0 ,  W538 

B 2 2 0 ,  E 009 , E 63 7 ,  E 7 0 5 ,  E 7 78 ,  E 779 , 1 045 , T080 

E23 7 ,  E287 , E 640 , E780 , T082 , T555 , W394 

B05 1 ,  E 1 5 0 ,  E209 

E363 , T509 

E62 1 .  E 7 20 , 1 50 6 ,  T008 

1 529 

B032 , B044 , B050 , B056 , B072 , B078 , B09 1 ,  B097 , B203 , B222 , B22 5 ,  B229 , B230 ,  E 1 2 5 ,  E 146 , 

E 1 52 ,  E 197 , E204 , E 2 08 , E222 , E229 , E247 , E253 , E299 , E3 13 , E352 , E37 7 ,  E388 , E4 1 6 ,  E457 , 

E47 9 ,  E599 , E603 , E655 , E 658 , E669 , E 6 75 ,  E 70 1 , E776 , E778 , E786 , E792 , 1 07 4 ,  1 080 , 1 086 , 

1 1 03 , T0 1 2 ,  T03 6 ,  T062 , T074 , T08 0 ,  T542 , T555 , T566 , T574 , WOOl , W162 , W538 

B03 5 ,  B04 8 ,  E 147 , E 198 , E 2 04 , E465 , T085 

B02 4 ,  B032 , B045 , B050 , B066 , B09 1 , B 108 , B l 1 7 , B228 , E06 1 ,  E 1 50 , E 1 52 , E 1 7 5 ,  E 19 7 ,  E 2 06 ,  

E207 , E208 , E 2 1 9 , E 3 1 2 , E3 1 5 ,  E357 , E363 , E457 , E599 , E 6 1 8 ,  E 657 , E 7 28 ,  E729 , E808 , 1 5 1 7 , 

1 5 18 , 1 55 1 ,  T038 , T062 , T509 , T573 , W283 , W284 , W400 , W4 1 5 ,  W420 ,  W422 , W466 , W534 

E009 , E354 , E788 , T50 1 , T559 

E 1 3 1 . E747 , 1 533 

E 009 , E67 6 ,  1 007 

B059 , B2 1 0 ,  E l 1 4 ,  E237 , E359 , E567 , E630 , 1 09 7 ,  T505 , W 170 , W19 0 ,  W268 , W329 , W467 , W524 ,  

W538 

B059 , B064 , B246 , E 0 7 0 ,  E2 1 1 .  E 2 66 ,  E323 , E333 , E37 5 ,  E393 , E403 , E 76 1 .  1 049 , T047 , T048 , 

T52 1 ,  W32 3 ,  W373 , W400 , W526 

B014 , B032 , B067 , B22 1 , E 03 6 ,  E045 , E046 , E047 , E 048 , E 049 , E050 , E073 , E074 , E078 , E 084 , 

E 088 , E09 2 ,  E098 , E 1 29 , E 1 3 1 ,  E 1 32 , E 166 , E 1 68 , E 1 7 7 , E 185 , E 197 , E276 , E 3 7 4 ,  E42 5 ,  E42 6 ,  

E546 , E 6 6 6 ,  E725 , E 758 , 1 040 , 1 05 5 ,  1 060 , 1 068 , 1 5 13 , 1 526 , T004 , T52 5 ,  W100 , W180 , W188 , 

W256 , W265 , W37 5 ,  W524 ,  W528 ,  W538 , W553 , W561} E638 

E - 28 



Sect i o n  N o .  

5 . 27 . 7 . 4 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 5  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 6  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 7  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 8  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 9  

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 0 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 1 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 2 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 3 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 4 

5 . 27 . 7 . 1 5 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 6 

5 . 2 7 . 7 . 1 7 

5 . 2 7 . 8  

5 . 27 . 9 . 1  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 2  

Order Numbers 

B02 5 ,  B028 , B03 2 , B043 , B059 , B067 , B07 2 ,  Bl 1 4 ,  B220 , B224 , B233 , B240 , B245 , B248 , B249 , 

E009 , E0 1 7 ,  E0 19 , E057 , E 147 , E 1 52 , E 182 , E 197 , E203 , E2 1 1 ,  E243 , E247 , E 3 7 4 ,  E39 0 ,  E43 4 ,  

E47 0 ,  E47 3 ,  E478 , E53 1 ,  E 6 16 , E62 1 ,  E 63 7 ,  E640 , E646 , E654 , E660 , E674 , E67 6 ,  E677 , E778 , 

E 78 6 ,  1 0 1 2 , 1 086 , T080 , T555 , T56 7 ,  W0 1 6 ,  W 170 , W182 , W190 , W284 , W329 , W373 , W43 1 ,  W467 , 

W524 , W551 

E403 , E478 , E73 6 ,  1 045 , 1 520 , T521 , W284 

B07 6 ,  B 100 , E237 , E605 

E399 , E755 , 1 547 , 1 552 

E 720 , 1 50 6 ,  T041  

E 0 1 0A ,  E2 1 7 ,  E283 , E284 , E725 , E748 , 1 0 1 0 ,  1 5 13 , 1 53 4 ,  T063 , W269 , W278 , W355 , W53 1 

B22 5 ,  E 655 

E0 19 , E 149 , 1 0 1 2 , 1 083 

E235  

W284 

B259 , E269 

E 1 7 5 ,  E305 , W284 , W4 19  

B041 , B l 1 4 ,  B207 , E 005 ,  E0 19A ,  E02 7 ,  E03 0 ,  E045 , E054 , E085 , E086 , E 1 3 1 , E 149 , E 182 , E 2 02 , 

E42 5 ,  E466 , E6 1 6 ,  E627 , E689 , E690 , E691 , E 69 6 ,  E698 , E699 , E702 , E 7 1 7 , E 744 , E 749 , E784 , 

1 00 1 , 1 00 8 , 1 0 1 3 , 1 022 , 1 02 5 , 1 029 , 1 03 1 , 1 03 6 , 1 04 0 ,  1 056 , 1 083 , 1 087 , 1 093 , 1 1 00 , 1 1 0 1 . 

1 502 , 1 53 0 ,  1 538 , 1 55 0 ,  T578 , W151 , W183 , W203 , W23 4 ,  W23 5 ,  W304 , W4 1 6 ,  W446 , W448 

B033 , B048 , B061 , B062 , B067 , B083 , B08 5 ,  B 107 , B 1 09 , B l 1 2 , B227 , B238 , B240 , B247 , E009 , 

E 1 2 6 ,  E 1 3 4 ,  E 135 , E 136 , E 152 , E207 , E238 , E239 , E243 , E259 , E3 1 2 ,  E352 , E355 , E356 , E369 , 

E379 , E383 , E408 , E4 1 2 , E442 , E447 , E500 , E6 12 , E 6 20 ,  E62 1 , E 656 , E664 , E666 , E 669 , E69 5 ,  

E727 , E 76 1 .  E765 , E 770 , E781 . E800 , 1 005 , 1 072 , 1 075 , 1 07 6 ,  1 077 , 1 086 , 1 092 , 1 5 1 4 ,  1 5 1 5 ,  

T008 , T02 7 , T03 5 ,  T067 , T502 , T503 , T5 1 3 ,  T523 , T528 , T529 , T57 1 , W048 , W 170 , W1 7 1 , W18 1 ,  

W27 6 ,  W409 , W440 

E 147 , E397 , W33 0 ,  W489 

B006 , B008 , E0 14 , E 0 1 9 , E02 1 , E024 , E03 0 ,  E039 , E044 , E086 , E09 6 ,  E 1 3 1 , E 147 , E 1 7 2 , E 182 , 

E 199 , E258 , E27 5 ,  E 2 7 6 ,  E32 7 ,  E328 , E351 , E 52 0 ,  E550 , E55 7 ,  E558 , E559 , E 56 0 ,  E 569 , E58 1 , 

E 582 , E 59 1 ,  E59 2 ,  E69 0 ,  E69 6 ,  E 73 1 ,  E732 , E744 , E748 , 1 00 1 . 1 002 , 1 008 , 1 0 1 2 ,  1 0 1 5 ,  1 0 19 , 

1 02 5 ,  1 033 , 1 03 9 ,  1 058 , 1 06 5 ,  1 093 , 1 09 7 ,  1 52 6 ,  1 53 4 ,  1 538 , T003 , T004 , W02 0 ,  W02 1 . W022 , 

W023 , W024 , W040 , W041 , W063 , W09 6 ,  W147 , W 153 , W 1 5 6 ,  W 1 72 , W194 , W213 , W222 , W223 , W233 , 

W234 , W238 , W261 , W269 , W278 , W279 , W3 1 2 , W42 1 ,  W447 , W479 , W53 7 ,  W549 , W552 

B003 , B013 , B094 , B 1 1 0 ,  E 006 , E008 , E032 , E04 5 ,  E 054 , E 0 5 5 ,  E 056 , E060 , E 069 , E 083 , E084 , 

E094 , E 1 32 , E 1 6 0 ,  E 1 62 , E 1 63 , E 1 66 , E 1 76 , E 1 95 , E2 1 5 ,  E277 , E279 , E354 , E424 , E42 5 ,  E466 , 

E601 , E 689 , E694 , E 7 1 7 , E72 1 ,  E722 , E 72 5 ,  E734 , E739 , E748 , 1 002 , 1 004 , 1 02 6 ,  1 028 , 1 054 , 

E - 29 



Sect i on No . 

5 . 27 . 9 . 2  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 3  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 4  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 5  

5 . 2 7 . 9 . 6  

5 . 2 7 . 1 0 

5 . 27 . 1 1 . 1  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 2  

5 . 2 1 . 1 1 . 3  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 4 

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 5  

5 . 2 7 . 1 1 . 6  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 1  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 2  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 3  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 4  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 5  

Order Numbers 

1 05 5 ,  1 062 , 1 09 1 , 1 098 , 1 502 , 1 508 , 1 509 , 1 5 13 , 1 519 , 1 52 2 ,  1 53 1 , 1 53 4 ,  T005 , TOl D ,  T50 1 , 

W 1 6 0 ,  W 1 7 8 ,  W354 , W369 , W387 , W46� B029 , E005 

B01 3 ,  E009 , E 0 1 6 ,  E089 , E 1 63 ,  E 1 76 , E258 , E42 5 ,  E42 6 ,  E437 , E699 , E 7 1 7 ,  E 7 2 5 ,  E734 , 1 1 0 1 , 

1 502 , 1 5 13 , 1 5 19 , T52 5 ,  W277  

B056 , E 149 , E229 , E397 , E676 , E749 , 1 045 , 1 083 , 1 5 1 1  

B09 3 ,  E009 , E 1 52 , E 1 6 1 , E342 , E600 , E69 1 ,  E 7 2 0 ,  1 005 , 1 086 , 1 087 , 1 506 , W28 4 ,  W524 

E045 , E046 , E047 , E04 8 ,  E049 , E050 , E 149 , E 724 , 1 083 , 1 506 , W 1 9 0 ,  W329 

B043 , B056 , B074 , B088 , B2 1 0 ,  B238 , B23 9 ,  B249 , B253 , B254 , E037 , E051 , E059 , E062 , E 0 70 ,  

E09 7 ,  E 1 0 8 ,  E 1 2 5 ,  E 147 , E 148 , E 1 52 , E203 , E229 , E302 , E306 , E 3 1 2 , E334 , E 3 3 5 ,  E337 , E342 , 

E37 0 ,  E372 , E37 3 ,  E374 , E39 5 ,  E41 6 ,  E429 , E432 , E44 1 ,  E449 , E457 , E47 0 ,  E509 , E5 1 1 ,  E 5 16 , 

E63 0 ,  E647 , E664 , E665 , E67 6 ,  E677 , E681 , E746 , E758 , E 764 , E 788 , 1 043 , 1 049 , 1 066 , 1 0 74 , 

1 082 , 1 528 , T04 8 ,  T085 , T559 , W 103 , Wl 1 9 ,  W128 , W188 , W243 , W255 , W284 , W33 2 ,  W3 58 , W397 , 

W398 , W426 , W429 , W43 0 ,  W44 1 ,  W480 , W489 , W542 

B056 , B l 14 , E008 , E02 1 , E024 , E056 , E07 5 ,  E 1 28 , E 13 0 ,  E222 , E229 , E49 6 ,  E5 1 7 ,  E 5 1 8 ,  E52 1 ,  

E523 , E528 , E53 1 ,  E534 , E53 6 ,  E537 , E544 , E549 , E555 , E563 , E572 , E579 , E 58 4 ,  E 6 1 6 ,  E 72 1 , 

E 739 , E751 , 1 003 , 1 0 1 5 ,  1 0 19 , 1 508 , 1 522 , W0 1 2 ,  W0 1 6 ,  W026 , W038 , W039 , W04 7 ,  W052 , W05 5 ,  

W06 0 ,  W06 1 ,  W068 , W07 5 ,  W084 , W088 , W l 13 , W l 1 6 ,  W l 1 8 , W123 , W127 , W1 29 , W 1 3 5 ,  W 157 , W183 , 

W3 1 2 ,  W4 1 9 ,  W456 , W508 

E 25 7 ,  E498 , 1 03 0 ,  W228 

BOOS , B0 1 4 ,  B l 1 4 ,  E 01 0A ,  E02 1 , E 045 , E069 , E 082 , E084 , E 1 3 1 , E 1 65 , E 1 77 , E528 , E531 , E 53 4 ,  

E53 6 ,  E537 , E555 , E561 , E563 , E573 , E 6 1 6 ,  E 72 1 , E 752 , 1 0 1 0 ,  1 0 1 5 ,  1 048 , 1 050 , 1 053 , 1 055 , 

1 508 , 1 53 6 ,  W01 6 ,  W025 , W026 , W056 , Wl 1 3 ,  Wl 1 6 ,  Wl 1 8 ,  W123 , W127 , W36 7 ,  W456 , W537 

W456 

E097 , E342 , E 70 1 , E788 , 1 066 , 1 1 03 , T559 , W456 

E009 , E0 1 7 ,  E057 , E 086 , E 149 , E 5 1 5 , E5 1 8 ,  E699 , E l 0 1 , E784 , 1 083 , 1 l 0 1 , 1 1 03 , T56 7 ,  W052 , 

W09 5 ,  W33 0 ,  W456 

E 0 5 5 ,  E 699 , El48 , 1 042 , 1 1 0 1 , 1 50 1 , 1 534  

B082 , E024 , E 1 6 6 ,  E 7 2 4 ,  1 0 1 9 , 1 5 1 1 , 1 538 , W445 , W449 

E 0 1 7 ,  E264 , E748 , E 7 5 5 ,  E 7 5 6 ,  1 534 , 1 54 7 ,  1 554 , W2 13  

B0 13 , B089 , B094 , E 0 1 0 , E 0 1 0A ,  E024 , E03 5 ,  E056 , E085 , E 1 7 6 ,  E258 , E324 , E584 , E586 , E597 , 

E60 1 ,  E 7 0 3 ,  E l l 9 ,  E745 , 1 0 1 0 ,  1 0 19 , 1 03 2 , 1 05 6 ,  1 50 5 ,  1 527 , T042 , W07 5 ,  W2 1 8 ,  W4 1 8 ,  W474 

B006 , B029 , B09 4 ,  E085 , E 163 , E 166 , E 182 , E 1 9 5 ,  E257 , E264 , E 2 7 5 ,  E279 , E550 , E574 , E60 1 , 

E 72 5 ,  E 73 6 ,  E 748 , 1 008 , 1 056 , 1 09 0 ,  1 5 1 3 ,  1 520 , 1 53 4 ,  T003 , TOl D ,  W09 6 ,  Wl 7 7 ,  W277 , W4 17  

E - 3 0  



Sect ion  No . Order Numbers 

5 . 27 . 1 2 . 6  B 0 1 4 ,  B082 , E082 , E098 , E 1 7 7 ,  1 053 , 1 068 

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 7  E 1 6 1  

5 . 2 7 . 1 2 . 8  B029 , B067 , E 006 ,  E008 , E010A ,  E01 7 ,  E028 , E069 , E 149 , E 1 9 5 ,  E 243 , E42 5 ,  E42 6 ,  E5 14 , E699 , 

E 7 20 , E721 , 1 002 , 1 004 , 1 0 1 0 ,  1 023 , 1 048 , 1 083 , 1 1 0 1 . 1 50 6 ,  1 508 , T52 5 ,  W098 

5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 1  E 0 1 0  

5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 2  E0 1 6 ,  E08 6 ,  1 008 

5 . 2 7 . 1 3 . 3  W456 

5 . 2 7 . 1 4 . 1  T562 

5 . 2 7 . 1 4 . 2  W456 

5 . 27 . 1 4 . 3 . T562 , W456 

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 1  B041 , E 008 , E024 , E089 , E 149 , E202 , E258 , E 52 0 ,  E524 , E542 , E549 , E557 , E 558 , E559 , E560 , 

E569 , E57 2 ,  E579 , E58 1 ,  E582 , E59 1 ,  E592 , E69 0 ,  E694 , E 73 1 , E 732 , E748 , E 755 , 1 00 4 ,  1 0 19 , 

1 083 , 1 09 1 ,  1 50 1 , 1 53 4 ,  1 547 , WOl l ,  W02 0 ,  W02 1 , W02 2 ,  W023 , W024 ,  W040 , W041 , W052 , W054 , 

W055 , W060 , W063 , W07 5 ,  W081 , W088 , W222 , W223 , W443 , W508 , W537, E584 

5 . 2 7 . 1 5 . 2  W284 

5 . 2 7 . 1 6 E784 

5 . 2 7 . 1 7 E089 , W 1 7 0 ,  W395 ,  W541 

5 . 28 . 1  E 0 1 6 ,  E807 , W174  

5 . 28 . 2  B007 , E009 , E0 19A ,  E 02 1 ,  E03 0 ,  E083 , E087 , E 152 , E 2 35 ,  E302 , E340 , E42 5 ,  E426 , E624 , E689 , 

E69 1 . E69 4 ,  E702 , E 7 1 7 ,  E734 , E744 , E 7 52 , 1 005 , I O U , 1 0 1 5 ,  1 02 5 , 1 040 , 1 042 , 1 054 , 1 059 , 

1 063 , 1 086 ,  1 087 , 1 09 1 , 1 502 , 1 5 19 , 1 53 6 ,  1 54 0 ,  T051 , T52 5 ,  W 1 94 ,  W279 , W301 , W53 7 

5 . 28 . 3  E399 , T52 0 ,  W564 

5 . 28 . 4  1 099  

5 . 28 . 5  E725 , 1 5 1 3  

5 . 2 8 . 6  B084 , E006 , E024 , E088 , E09 1 .  E258 , E283 , E69 1 ,  E 7 1 9 , 1 002 , 1 008 , 1 0 19 , 1 059 , 1 08 7 ,  1 098 , 

1 505 , T025 , W13 6 ,  W 1 78 , W277 , W359 , W377 , W50 1 , W560 , W561 

5 . 28 . 7  E069 , E 7 1 8 ,  E 7 1 9 , E744 , 1 048 , 1 09 5 ,  1 503 , 1 52 6 ,  W47 1 , W478 , W49 3 ,  W49 4 ,  W495 ,  W497 , W506 , 

E - 3 1  

E549, E557,

E755,



Sect i on No . O rder Numbers 
5 . 28 . 7  1.'507 , 1.'509 , 1.'52 1 ,  1.'54 0 ,  1.'560 

5 . 28 . 8  B229 , E009 , E04 1 ,  E252 , E278 , E296 ,  E412 , E 70 1 , 1 03 5 ,  1 1 03 ,  1 505 , T523 , 1.'284 

5 . 28 . 9  E 0 1 6 , 1 05 1  

5 . 29 . 1  B0 16 , B 1 1 5 ,  B255 , E041 , E 09 7 ,  E 1 79 , E27 0 ,  E6 17 , E64 0 ,  1 066 , 1.'284 , 1.'289 , 1.'533 , 1.'628 

5 . 29 . 2  B O l O ,  B0 1 2 ,  B09 4 ,  B09 6 ,  E 162 , E 1 7 5 ,  E601 , 1.'284 , 1.'296 ,  1.'4 5 6 ,  1.'524 , 1.'530 

5 . 29 . 3  1 009 , 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 4  E386 , 1.'284 

5 . 29 . 5  E 147 

5 . 29 . 6  B 0 1 6 ,  B058 , E 1 7 9 , E23 6 ,  E330 

5 . 29 . 7  E 1 79 , 1 009 , 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 8  1.'559 

5 . 29 . 9  E08 1 , 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 1 0 E 1 79 

5 . 29 . 1 1 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 1 2 E 1 79 , 1.'524 

5 . 29 . 1 3 1 009 

5 . 29 . 14 B052 , 1.' 1 64 

5 . 29 . 1 5 1 009 , 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 1 6 B 104 , 1 009 , 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 18 E 1 79 , 1 009 , 1.'524 , 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 1 9 1 009 , 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 20 B096 

5 . 29 . 2 1 1 009 , 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 22 1 009 , 1.'559 

5 . 29 . 23 E236  

E - 3 2  

W559

W559

W559

W559

W559

W559

W559

W559

W559

W559



Sect i on No . Order N umbers 

5 . 29 . 24 B 1 04 .  E 609 . W524 . W559 

5 . 29 . 25 E 1 79 

5 . 29 . 26 W559 

5 . 29 . 2 7  E 1 79 .  E236  

5 . 29 . 28 E 1 79 .  W524 

5 . 29 . 29 W559 

5 . 29 . 30 W559 

5 . 29 . 3 1  B09 6 .  B249 . E0 1 5 .  E041 . E 1 22 . E 1 52 . E 19 1 .  E394 . E39 7 .  E43 5 .  E44 1 .  E506 . E676 . E677 . E 788 . 

1 066 . 1 073 • 1 54 6 .  T559 . W23 1 , W255 . W296 .  W43 1 . W519, E097 

5 . 29 . 32 B0 13  . E094 . E 1 7 6 .  E265 . E354 . E69 1 .  E7 18 . E 74 5 .  1 058 . 1 087 . 1 503 . 1 5 2 7 .  T501 . T52 7 .  W573 

5 . 29 . 33 B012 . B 0 1 6 . B054 , B093 . E l 7 5 .  E 1 79 .  E600 . 1 009 . W284 . W43 2 .  W45 6 .  W559 

5 . 29 . 34 B 0 1 6 . E 1 79 .  E533 . E 7 5 6 .  1 554 . W 1 l 7  

5 . 29 . 3 5  E 1 79 .  W2 1 2  

5 . 29 . 36  1 009 . W559 

5 . 29 . 3 7 E443 . E 623 

5 . 29 . 38 B0 1 6 .  E 1 79 . W559 

5 . 29 . 39 W349 . W408 

5 . 29 . 40 E 2 78 . E 6 7 6 .  1 09 6 .  W456 

5 . 29 . 4 1 B054 . B074 . E0 14 . E 03 9 .  E044 . E081 . E086 . E 1 7 9 .  E 180 . E43 5 .  E47 0 .  1 008 . 1 033 . 1 039 . 1 05 1 . 

W 1 74 . W185 . W284 

5 . 29 . 42 B012 . B 0 1 6 . B054 . E 1 7 5 .  E 1 7 9 .  E236 . E602 . 1 540 . W284 . W288 . W320 . W33 1 .  W559 

5 . 29 . 43 B 0 1 6 . E l 79 

5 . 29 . 44 B0 1 6 .  E 1 7 9 .  W559 

5 . 29 . 45 B054 . B058 . E03 7 .  E 041 . E 179 . E345 . E 6 7 6 .  1 057 . T058 . W42 6 .  W441 

5 . 29 . 46 E 1 79 .  1 009 , 1 058 

5 . 29 . 47  W257 

5 . 29 . 48 E 180  

E - 33 

E397,



Sect ion  No . Order Numbers 
5 . 29 . 49 B0 1 2 ,  B016 ,  B054 , E 1 7 5 ,  E 1 79 , E649 , 1 009 , W284 , W559 

5 . 29 . 50 W559 

5 . 29 . 5 1 W556 

5 . 29 . 52 B0 1 6 ,  E 1 79 

5 . 29 . 53 E 1 79 

5 . 29 . 54 E 1 79 

5 . 29 . 55 E 23 6 ,  E 63 7 ,  E 6 76 ,  T058 

5 . 29 . 56 E356 , T503 

5 . 29 . 5 7 W401 

5 . 29 . 58 E 1 79 ,  W559 

5 . 29 . 59 E332 , T045 

5 . 29 . 60 E 1 4 7 ,  E 2 05 ,  E236 , E 753 , W457 

5 . 29 . 6 1  B09 0 ,  E23 6 ,  E598 

5 . 2 9 . 62 1 009 

5 . 2 9 . 63 B034 , B067 , B072 , B074 , B 104 , 822 6 ,  B24 0 ,  B245 , B259 , E 1 8 6 ,  E 2 2 5 ,  E23 6 ,  E243 , E 24 7 ,  E403 , 
E42 1 , E 53 9 ,  E609 , E674 , T52 1 ,  W078 , W 1 96 ,  W489 

5 . 29 . 64 B04 5 ,  E 1 7 5 ,  E 1 79 ,  E236 , E32 0 ,  W284 

5 . 29 . 65 B09 5 ,  E602  

5 . 29 . 66 B0 1 2 ,  B045 , B054 , B058 , B074 , B 1 04 , E206 , E23 6 ,  E 609 , E 753 , E 76 1 , 1 54 1 , W255 , W284 , W288 , 
W349 , W408 , W489 

5 . 29 . 67 E04 1 ,  E 1 50 , E 1 79 ,  1 05 7 ,  T058 , W284 , W556 

5 . 2 9 . 68 E 1 7 5 ,  E4 1 2 ,  E449 , T523 

5 . 29 . 69 BO l O ,  W433 , W559 

5 . 29 . 70 E479 , T542 , W559 

5 . 29 . 7 1 B058 , E236  

5 . 29 . 72 E 1 79 

5 . 29 . 73 B004 , BO l l ,  8093 , 8 1 04 , E 1 6 4 ,  E 1 74 ,  E 1 79 , E600 , E609 , E 6 1 7  

E - 34  



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

5 . 29 . 74  E 1 7 9 .  E 236  

5 . 29 . 7 5 W556 

5 . 29 . 7 6 B0 1 6 .  E 1 79  

5 . 29 . 7 7  W349 . W408 

5 . 29 . 78 B036 

5 . 29 . 79 W555 

5 . 29 . 80 B05 6 .  B067 . B22 6 .  E 1 8 6 .  E229 . E243 

5 . 29 . 8 1  B01 6 .  B054 . B058 . E l 50 .  E 1 7 9 .  E23 6 .  E306 . E 3 1 9 , 1 009 . W284 . W52 4 .  W559 

5 . 29 . 82 T562 . W349 . W408 

5 . 29 . 83 E 539 . W078 

5 . 29 . 84 B054 , E 0 1 8 ,  E 774 , T07 0 ,  W174  

5 . 29 . 85  B027 . B035 . B067 . B07 2 .  B08 6 ,  B093 , B23 8 .  E068 . E 1 0 0 .  E 1 68 . E 1 93 , E 194 . E 19 8 .  E205 . E2 1 2 .  

E 2 3 6 .  E243 . E247 . E 2 6 0 .  E294 . E304 . E39 2 .  E52 2 .  E600 . E 654 , E664 , E 688 . E 7 7 5 .  E 7 7 8 .  E 7 96 . 

1 047 . 1 0 7 0 .  1 545 . T02 2 .  T080 . W027 . W087 

5 . 29 . 86 B067 . E 243 

5 . 29 . 87 8012 . B02<1 . B045 . B07 l . 807 4 ,  809 0 .  8 100 .  B204 . B245 . B258 . E 147 . E 1 52 .  E206 . E 236 . E 246 .  

E249 , E 28 1 . E 3 1 2 .  E339 . E34 6 .  E369 . E37 5 .  E382 . E41 0 ,  E539 . E 562 . E 598 . E 605 . E 637 . E 645 . 

E646 , E 6 74 .  E 7 2 8 .  E803 . 1 5 1 7 .  T0 1 2 .  T05 0 .  T061 , T5 1 3 ,  W03 6 .  W07 8 .  W196 .  W249 . W259 . W334 , 

W342 . W34 5 .  W349 . W37 1 .  W400 . W402 . W408 . W487 . W488 . W573 

5 . 29 . 88 B067 . E243 

5 . 2 9 . 89 B054 . E 1 08 ,  E 1 7 5 .  E 1 7 9 .  E 7 6 1 . W288 

5 . 2 9 . 90 E065 , E 23 6 .  W320 

5 . 29 . 9 1  B057 . E 23 1 . E 23 6 ,  W281 

5 . 29 . 9 2  B022 . B259 , E 1 87 , E306 . E308 , E479 , E666 , 1 0 1 8 ,  T03 0 ,  T 542 . W240 . W246 . W28 1 . W29 1 .  W294 . 

W300 . W302 

5 . 29 . 93 E 137 . 1 0 78 ,  W42 6 .  W441 

5 . 29 . 94 B204 . T550 , W1 7 1 , W323 

5 . 29 . 95 B004 . B09 0 .  E 081 , E086 . E094 . E 147 . E 1 6 0 .  E 1 64 .  E l80 ,  E23 6 .  E433 . E440 . E450 . E 51 3 .  E 530 .  

E598 . E 689 , E l 5 8 ,  E761 , 1 04 0 .  1 05 1 . 1 5 1 6 .  1 54 5 ,  T521 . W009 . W229 . W24 3 ,  W284 . W436 .  W44 0 .  

W53 1 . W558 

[ - 3 5  



Sect i on N o .  Order Numbers 
5 . 29 . 96 E647 

5 . 29 . 9 7  B003 . BO l O .  E 1 62 . E 1 8 0 .  E 23 6 .  E 2 96 .  E366 . E547 . E 682 . E 69 1 . E 752 . E 776 . E 779 . 1 08 7 . 1 09 0 .  
1 53 6 .  T02 5 .  T074 . T085 . 11 10 1 . 11195 . 11258 . 11284 .  1145 6 .  11502 . 11513 . 11524 .  11528 . 11535 

5 . 29 . 98 B054 . E 647 

5 . 29 . 99 E3 1 0 .  T033 

5 . 29 . 1 0 0  11489 

5 . 29 . 1 0 1  E236 

5 . 29 . 1 02  11628 

5 . 29 . 1 03 E 1 79 .  E 7 53 . 1 54 1 . 11299 . 11349 . 11408 

5 . 29 . 1 0 4  805 6 .  E 229 . 1 057 . 11461 

5 . 29 . 1 0 5  E720  

5 . 29 . 1 06  E 23 6 .  E 7 53 

5 . 29 . 1 0 7  809 5 .  8 1 1 5 .  E41 0 .  E602 . E 6 1 7  

5 . 29 . 1 08  B00 4 .  BO l l .  8013 . E 1 6 4 .  E 1 7 4 .  E 1 7 6  

5 . 29 . 1 09 8072 • E 247 . E398 

5 . 29 . 1 1 0  B0 1 6 .  E 1 79 

5 . 29 . 1 1 1  B02 5 .  B03 7 . E 199 . E 6 1 7  

5 . 29 . 1 1 2  E360 

5 . 29 . 1 1 3 11628 

5 . 29 . 1 1 4  1 009 

5 . 30 . 1 . 1  11349 . 11408 

5 . 30 . 1 . 2  E23 6 .  E443 . 11349 . 11408 

5 . 30 . 1 . 3  B223 . E 788 . 11456 

5 . 30 . 1 . 4  8056 . B086 . E041 . E 229 . E252 . E360 . E398 . 11349 . 11408 

5 . 30 . 1 . 5  E240 . E 2 5 5 .  E3 1 6 .  E 753 . 1 504 . T039 . 11284 . 11313 . 113 54 . 11456 

5 . 30 . 1 . 6  E041 . E 1 7 5 .  E 2 1 4 .  E 2 5 5 .  E 2 78 . E 3 16 . 1 03 5 .  T039 . T567 . 11284 . 1133 2 .  11456 

E - 3 6  

E443,



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

5 . 30 . 1 .  7 E255  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 8  E240 

5 . 30 . 1 . 9  E255  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 0 E 026 ,  1 02 1  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 1 B05 7 ,  E 1 4 7 ,  E 23 1 , E 23 6 ,  E250 , W33 1 , W489 

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 2 E4 1 7 ,  W2 1 2  

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 3 B077  , B 1 1 7 ,  B202 , B268 , E251 , E342 , E39 7 , E443 , E469 , E 503 , E 6 18 , E 769 , 1 07 5 ,  T072 , W092 , 

W134 , W284 , W289 , W334 , W33 7 ,  W46 0 ,  W461 , W487 

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 4 B093 , E 005 ,  E 066 , E302 , E360 , E386 , E4 1 7 ,  E477  , E600 , E 63 0 ,  E63 7 ,  E676 , E l 53 ,  E 7 74 , E 7 78 ,  

E 786 , E81 0 ,  I DO l , 1 05 7 ,  1 548 , T0 1 6 ,  T070 , T080 ,  T541 , T555 , W2 1 2 , W268 , W44 0 ,  W467 

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 5 E 7 7 0 ,  T067 

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 6 E 1 7 5 ,  E 255 ,  W284 

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 7 W556 

5 . 30 . 1 . 1 8 E4 1 7 ,  T50 7 ,  W2 1 2 ,  W401  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 1 9  E255  

5 . 30 . 1 . 2 0 W556 

5 . 30 . 1 . 2 1 E 255 ,  W5 14  

5 . 30 . 1 . 2 2 W556 

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 23 W556 

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 24 W556 

5 . 30 . 1 . 25 E 2 5 5 ,  W350  

5 . 3 0 . 1 . 2 6  W003 

5 . 30 . 1 . 2 7 W556 

5 . 3 0 . 2 . 1  B012 , B03 6 ,  B04 5 ,  B05 7 ,  B080 , B086 , B09 1 , B203 , B2 12 , B25 5 ,  B268 , E041 , E 044 ,  E 063 , E 1 2 5 ,  

E 1 3 7 , E 1 3 9 , E 149 , E 1 50 ,  E 1 52 , E 1 7 5 ,  E206 , E23 1 ,  E 2 50 , E260 , E 2 78 ,  E 28 7 ,  E 3 1 0 ,  E3 1 2 ,  E34 2 ,  

E345 , E 356 ,  E 360 ,  E37 0 ,  E374 , E386 ,  E39 0 ,  E39 7 ,  E398 , E41 0 ,  E4 1 3 ,  E4 1 7 ,  E421 . E424 , E433 , 

E43 5 ,  E 4 7 0 ,  E477  , E 5 2 6 ,  E 5 7 0 ,  E 599 , E 620 , E 633 , E63 7 ,  E654 , E 6 76 ,  E 7 0 1 , E 7 54 ,  E 7 7 0 ,  E l80 , 

1 006 , 1 039 , 1 057 , 1 078 , 1 083 , 1 1 03 , 1 545 , 1 54 6 ,  T024 ,  T033 , T053 , T06 7 ,  T082 , T503 , T50 7 ,  

T541 , W03 1 ,  W033 , W134 , W19 5 ,  W21 2 ,  W25 5 ,  W284 , W288 , W289 , W342 , W349 , W390 ,  W39 2 ,  W39 7 ,  

W401 , W408 , W426 ,  W429 , W430 ,  W441 , W442 , W46 1 , W463 , W485 , W489 , W5 1 4 ,  W556 

E - 3 7  



Sect i on No . 

5 . 30 . 2 . 2  

5 . 30 . 2 . 3 

5 . 30 . 2 . 4  

5 . 30 . 2 . 5  

5 . 30 . 2 . 6  

5 . 30 . 3 . 1  

5 . 30 . 3 . 2  

5 . 30 . 3 . 3 

5 . 30 . 3 . 4  

5 . 30 . 3 . 5  

5 . 30 . 3 . 6  

5 . 30 . 3 . 7  

5 . 3 0 . 3 . 8  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1  

5 . 3 0 . 4 . 2  

5 . 30 . 4 . 3  

5 . 30 . 4 . 4  

5 . 30 . 4 . 5  

Order N umbers 

E360 . T507 

B057 . E231 

E 2 6 0 .  E360 . W556 

B0 1 2 .  B03 5 .  B056 . B057 . B059 . B067 . B080 .  B2 1 0 .  B2 12 . B2 19 . B22 6 .  B242 . B2 5 0 .  B268 . E 005 .  

E041 . E 0 66 .  E 1 0 6 .  E 147 . E 1 68 .  E 1 7 5 . E 1 8 6 .  E 1 9 1 . E 193 . E 198 . E229 . E23 1 . E 243 . E250 . E255 . 

E265 . E 2 74 .  E302 . E342 . E360 . E390 . E397 . E4 1 0 .  E4 1 2 .  E4 1 7 .  E424 . E52 6 .  E 63 0 .  E63 6 .  E648 . 

E650 . E67 1 .  E678 . E 70 1 . E 7 56 .  E 768 . E 7 7 5 .  E781 . 1 00 1 . 1 006 . 1 057 . 1 074 . 1 1 03 . 1 554 . T002 . 

T01 6 .  T065 . T523 . W033 . W134 . W208 . W2 1 2 .  W268 . W284 .  W349 . W38 4 .  W40 1 . W408 . W463 . W467 . 

W489 . W500 . W546 . W556 . W564 

W440 . W628 

B034 . B035 . B045 . B057 . B057 . B069 . B09 0 .  B09 6 .  B099 . B 1 0 1 . B 102 . B 1 0 6 . B203 . B205 . B2 1 2 .  

B2 1 5 .  B22 6 .  E041 . E066 . E 14 5 .  E 147 . E 1 6 0 .  E 186 . E 198 . E205 . E206 . E222 . E223 . E22 5 .  E23 1 .  

E23 6 .  E244 . E263 . E 2 6 5 .  E312 . E32 5 .  E340 . E346 . E349 . E357 . E403 . E40 5 .  E407 . E4 1 0 .  E42 5 .  

E429 . E433 . E454 . E459 . E479 . E508 . E 564 . E 598 . E604 . E606 . E607 . E6 1 1 .  E 62 1 . E 62 6 .  E 640 . 

E650 . E67 1 . E 692 . E702 . E746 . E767 . E 7 7 6 .  E781 . E 782 . E 788 . E792 . E 79 5 .  E796 . E803 . E809 . 

1 006 . 1 045 . 1 04 5 .  1 088 . 1 504 . 1 52 8 .  1 543 . T 0 14 .  T03 5 .  T043 . T05 1 .  T061 . T063 . T073 . T074 . 

T083 . T084 . T504 . T53 5 .  T540 . T542 . T559 . T566 . WOOl . W0 1 3 .  W029 . W03 5 .  W138 . W18 1 . W182 . 

W188 . W240 . W258 . W284 . W29 6 .  W300 . W301 . W302 . W3 13 . W3 1 5 .  W357 . W387 . W398 . W404 . W428 . 

W440 . W463 . W47 0 .  W472 . W51 0 .  W523 . W524 .  W527 . W548 

W349 . W408 

E 1 7 5 . W349 . W408 

B0 1 2 . E 1 7 5 .  W179 . W284 

80 1 2 .  E 1 7 5 .  W284 

803 6 .  8099 . E l80 . E29 4 .  E41 2 .  E604 . E701 . E 782 . 1 1 03 . T006 . T022 . T523 . W284 . W307, 8012  

T024 . W284 

8057 . B099 . 82 12 . 8223 . E03 7 .  E 147 . E 1 49 . E 1 62 . E23 1 .  E255 . E308 . E32 0 .  E361 . E450 . E500 . 

E5 1 1 .  E 5 1 3 .  E547 . E604 . E 67 6 .  E 7 5 6 .  E795 . 1 083 . 1 54 6 .  1 554 . T03 0 .  T058 . T508 . ';1048 . W087 . 

W 1 0 1 . W 1 28 .  W188 . W288 . W3 13 . ';1342 . W357 . W432 . W487 . W502 . W558 

8039 . 809 3 .  B 1 0 1 . E 02 6 .  E041 . E 1 00 . E 107 . E201 . E306 . E3 1 6 .  E3 18 . E342 . E386 . E400 . E40 1 . 

E4 1 0 .  E460 . E522 . E600 . E606 . E6 19 . E 6 7 6 .  E 758 . E 7 66 .  1 02 1 . 1 070 . 1 084 . T039 . W0 14 . W027 . 

W 176 . W284 . W293 . W33 4 .  W427 

T552 

E09 5 .  1 064 

E255 . T024, E720  

8039 . B061 . E041 . E 2 14 . E278 . E397 . E 4 10 .  E468 . 1 506 . T007 . W259 . ';147 0 .  W472 . ';1528 

E - 38 



Sec t i on No . Order Numbers 

5 . 30 . 4 . 6  60 1 2 ,  E280 , T O l l, E 7 2 0  

5 . 30 . 4 . 7  E2 1 2 ,  E222 , E266 , E28 1 , E293 , E302 , E339 , E369 , E403 , T0 1 2 , T0 1 6 ,  T02 1 , T050 , T513 , T52 1 , 

\01258 , \01268 , \01281 , \01284 , \01461 , \0148 0 ,  \01485 

5 . 30 . 4 . 8  E l 7 5 ,  \01284 

5 . 30 . 4 . 9  609 0 ,  62 1 7 ,  E 03 7 ,  E066 , E 1 52 , E 2 1 4 ,  E278 , E294 , E306 , E319 , E345 , E360 , E374 , E39 0 ,  E477  , 

E 59 8 ,  E63 5 ,  E67 6 ,  E 70 1 , E 7 7 4 ,  E781 , 1 05 7 ,  1 1 03 , T022 , T024 , T07 0 ,  T083 , T541 , T567 , \01152 , 

\01349 , \01408 , \0142 6 ,  \01440 , \01441 , \01500 , \01558 

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 0 \01556 

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 1  60 1 2 ,  E 1 7 5 ,  \01284 

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 2 602 0 ,  6093 , 6 1 1 7 , E02 6 ,  E l 5 0 ,  E 180 , E238 , E 3 1 6 ,  E345 , E47 0 ,  E600 , E6 18 , E720 , 1 02 1 ,  1 084 , 

1 504 , 1 506 , T039 , \01208 , \01353 , \0139 0 ,  \01436 

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 3 E 255  

5 . 30 . 4 . 1 4 6045 , 607 0 ,  6080 , 609 1 ,  6 1 1 5 ,  6205 , E 1 08 ,  E 147 , E l 50 , E 1 7 0 ,  E 1 7 5 ,  E 18 0 ,  E 206 , E 23 6 ,  E 2 4 5 ,  

E249 , E 2 63 , E3 12 , E357 , E360 , E363 , E39 0 ,  E394 , E47 0 ,  E505 , E 5 0 6 ,  E599 , E 6 1 7 ,  E 62 1 ,  E 6 26 ,  

E 70 1 , 1 057 , 1 084 ,  1 1 03 , 1 504 , 1 546 , T024 , T03 5 ,  T066 , T504 , T507 , T509 , T567 , \01089 , \0123 1 , 

\01233 , \01246 , \01398 , \01422 , \0142 6 ,  \01429 , \0143 0 ,  \0143 1 , \0144 0 ,  \01441 , \01467 , \01472 , \01628 

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 6206 , B2 19 , B22 0 ,  E051 , E255 , E294 , E339 , E344 , E357 , E636 , E 753 , E 768 , 1 043 , 1 045 , 1 543 , 

T022 , T050 , T057 , T065 , T066 , T574 , \01188 , \01399 , \0142 4 ,  \01427 , \01472 

5 . 30 . 5 . 2  E725 , 1 5 13  

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 3  6223 

5 . 30 . 5 . 4  E360 

5 . 30 . 5 . 5  \01556 

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 6  6009 , E 1 73 , \01556 

5 . 30 . 5 . 7  62 19 , E 0 14 , E 039 , E 086 , E088 , E 149 , E 1 79 , E249 , E279 , E294 , E345 , E366 , E468 , E533 , E63 6 ,  

E 720 , E 7 2 5 ,  E 7 5 1 , E 768 , E781 , 1 008 , 1 033 , 1 083 , 1 5 13 , T O l D ,  T02 2 ,  T065 , \011 1 7 ,  \014 19 , \01440 ,  

\01500 , \01503 , \01535 

5 . 30 . 5 . 8 6080 , E255 , E4 1 2 ,  T523 

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 9  \01458 

5 . 3 0 . 5 . 1 0 E2 18 , E 2 5 5 ,  E 26 7 ,  E539 , E688 , E786 , 1 546 , \01078 ,  \01197 , \01349 , \01408 , \01467 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 1 E l 5 0 ,  E 1 7 5  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 2 6244 , 6267 , E205 , E308 , E369 , E385 , E39 5 ,  E454 , E53 0 ,  E67 0 ,  E673 , T03 0 ,  T506 , T513 , T53 5 ,  

\01229 , \01503 

E - 3 9  

E753,

E533,



Sect i on No . Order N umbers 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 3 1 540  

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 4 B080 , E 2 55 ,  E472 , W349 , W408 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 5 E 0 25 ,  E l 7 5 ,  1 02 0 ,  W284 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 6 W556 

5 . 30 . 5 . 1 7 W628 

5 . 3 1 . 1  E 7 7 0 , T067 

5 . 31 . 2 E l 7 5 ,  W284 

5 . 3 1 . 3  W556 

5 . 3 1 . 5  W628 

5 . 3 1 . 6  W556 

5 . 3 1 .  7 B009 , E 1 73 

5 . 3 1 . 8  E360 

5 . 3 1 . 9  E 1 7 5 ,  E 180 , W284 

5 . 3 1 . 1 0 B219 , E 180 , E 636 

5 . 31 . 1 1  E409 , T522 

5 . 31 . 1 2 B069 , E244 , E655 , 1 543 , W 1 9 5 ,  W309 

5 . 3 1 . 1 3 E340 , 1 53 6 ,  T051 

5 . 3 1 . 1 4 W519 

5 . 3 1 . 1 5 E280 , T O l l  

5 . 3 1 . 1 6 E 1 52 , E 2 06 ,  E333 , E355 , T047 , T502 

5 . 3 1 . 1 7 W501 

5 . 3 1 . 18 E 7 73 , T069 

5 . 3 1 . 1 9 E278 , T007 

5 . 31 . 20 W350 

6 . 1 . 1  B02 7 , B032 , B069 , B07 0 ,  B09 6 ,  B l 1 3 ,  B224 , B22 6 ,  B239 , B248 , E007 , E 0 1 0A ,  E0 18 , E061 , E 07 0 ,  

E 1 2 7 ,  E 14 6 ,  E 14 7 ,  E 18 6 ,  E 19 4 ,  E 1 9 7 ,  E2 1 1 ,  E 2 1 4 ,  E23 6 ,  E244 , E245 , E317 , E32 6 ,  E339 , E462 , 

E - 40 



Sect i on No . 

6 . 1 . 1  

Order Numbers 

E555 , E594 , E654 , E665 , E668 , E 766 ,  E77 l ,  E787 , E808 , 1 0 1 0 ,  1 080 , 1 545 , T050 , T059 , T065 , 

T5 1 1 ,  T550 , T55 6 ,  T557 , T558 , T569 , T581 , W180 , W21 0 ,  W22 0 ,  W243 , W24 5 ,  W284 , W289 , W29 6 ,  

W3 1 0 ,  W369 , W37 0 ,  W37 1 ,  W379 , W440 , W442, E791  

6 . 1 . 2 B003 , B0 1 3 ,  B056 , B059 , B078 ,  B09 2 ,  B09 4 ,  B203 , B204 , B208 , B22 6 ,  B23 5 ,  E005 , E006 , E 0 1 0A ,  

E020 , E02 4 ,  E033 , E03 7 ,  E05 1 , E054 , E073 , E 1 6 0 ,  E 16 1 , E 1 62 , E 1 6 7 ,  E 1 6 8 ,  E 1 69 ,  E 1 7 6 ,  E 186 , 

E220 , E22 9 ,  E23 6 ,  E 253 , E272 , E276 , E27 7 ,  E294 , E29 6 ,  E304 , E3 1 1 ,  E3 1 2 ,  E33 1 , E343 , E372 , 

E379 , E39 1 , E42 6 ,  E42 8 ,  E448 , E454 , E466 , E5 1 7 ,  E528 , E534 , E536 , E53 7 , E538 , E542 , E549 , 

E572 , E573 , E579 , E601 , E6 19 , E 62 0 ,  E628 ,  E637 , E649 , E 66 1 ,  E 72 1 ,  E 742 , E745 , E 748 , E 769 , 

E770 , E 7 7 4 ,  1 00 1 , 1 002 , 1 0 1 0 ,  1 0 1 4 ,  1 0 1 6 ,  1 0 1 9 ,  1 03 1 , 1 043 , 1 09 0 ,  1 508 , 1 524 , 1 5 2 7 ,  1 529 , 

1 53 4 ,  T004 , T005 , T009 , T022 , T02 5 ,  T03 0 ,  T034 , T03 5 ,  T044 , T054 , T063 , T064 , T067 , T070 , 

T518 , T52 5 ,  T52 6 ,  T535 , T55 7 ,  W04 7 ,  W05 5 ,  W056 ,  W060 , W08 1 ,  W l 13 , Wl 1 4 , W1 1 6 ,  Wl 18 , W123 , 

W 1 2 7 ,  W129 , W 13 1 ,  W135 , W 1 53 ,  W183 , W198 , W234 , W277 , W279 , W284 , W29 1 , W3 1 2 ,  W374 , W3 7 6 ,  

W47 7 ,  W482 , W51 7 ,  W52 5 ,  W544 

6 . 1 . 3  B043 , E203 , T565 , W134 

6 . 1 . 4  B086 , B09 6 ,  E 147 , E 1 52 , E26 0 ,  E31 5 ,  E34 1 ,  E457 , E 7 60 , E 7 73 , 1 079 , 1 545 , T038 , T052 , T06 0 ,  

T069 , T574 , W284 , W3 1 3 ,  W5 1 1  

6 . 1 . 5  B028 , B05 1 , E209 , E26 0 ,  E39 7 ,  E726  

6 . 1 . 6  B230 , E 658 

6 . 1 . 7  E03 7 ,  T524 , W139 , W284 

6 . 1 . 8 B078 , B086 , B245 , E224 , E249 , E253 , E260 , E32 5 ,  E356 , E674 , E 70 1 , E 7 54 , E770 , E 7 78 , E802 , 

1 103 , T009 , TO l l ,  T043 , T06 7 ,  T08 0 ,  T503 , T572 , W334 

6 . 1 . 9 E0 1 7 ,  E028 , E300 , E347 , E4 1 2 ,  E473 , E8 1 0 ,  1 0 23 , T028 , T523 , T550 , W289 , W29 1 , W3 1 1 ,  W3 1 4 ,  

W438 , W467 ,  W5 13 , W54 1 , W542 

6 . 1 . 1 0  

6 . 1 . 1 1 

6 . 1 . 1 2 

6 . 1 . 13 

6 . 2  

B22 6 ,  E 168 , E 186 

E353 

E03 7 , E360 , E400 , E401  

W491  

B0 15 , B02 0 ,  B025 , B026 , B027 , B034 , B03 6 ,  B03 7 , B039 , B040 , B04 6 ,  B058 , B06 7 ,  B07 0 ,  B07 7 ,  

B083 , B084 , B090 , B093 , B09 7 ,  B I O I , B 1 05 ,  B l 1 5 ,  B21 1 ,  B22 2 ,  B23 5 ,  B268 , E009 , E02 0 ,  E024 , 

E03 1 ,  E04 0 ,  E057 , E061 , E065 , E l 1 7 ,  E 1 22 , E 1 3 7 , E 14 0 ,  E 1 4 1 , E 1 4 7 ,  E 1 50 , E 1 68 , E 180 , E 1 83 , 

E 19 0 ,  E 192 , E 194 , E 199 , E20 1 , E205 , E2 1 2 ,  E 2 1 6 , E222 , E 2 2 5 ,  E 2 2 6 ,  E23 6 ,  E243 , E245 , E249 , 

E 2 50 ,  E25 1 , E254 , E262 , E267 , E272 , E275 , E 28 1 ,  E286 , E288 , E29 1 , E293 , E296 , E305 , E 3 1 0 ,  

E3 1 3 ,  E318 , E320 , E323 , E326 , E33 7 ,  E338 , E344 , E347 , E348 , E352 , E3 57 , E364 , E36 7 ,  E373 , 

E37 6 ,  E38 1 ,  E400 , E40 1 , E406 , E40 7 ,  E413 , E41 9 , E42 1 ,  E423 , E434 , E438 , E442 , E449 , E464 , 

E47 5 ,  E49 6 ,  E498 , E502 , E522 , E526 , E53 1 ,  E544 , E562 , E 5 70 ,  E57 2 ,  E574 , E579 , E59 0 ,  E598 , 

E600 , E603 , E60 6 ,  E 6 1 0 ,  E6 1 7 ,  E62 1 , E 63 0 ,  E 63 1 , E632 , E 634 , E 640 , E 643 , E646 , E648 , E655 , 

E658 , E66 1 , E662 , E69 2 ,  E704 , E727 , E 7 56 ,  E 76 1 ,  E 7 64 , E772 , E 7 79 , E 79 7 ,  E 798 , E799 , E808 , 

E809 , E8 1 0 ,  1 0 1 4 ,  1 0 1 9 , 1 027 , 1 034 , 1 073 , 1 078 , 1 084 , 1 088 , 1 1 03 , 1 5 1 5 ,  1 5 1 7 , 1 543 , 1 554 , 

T003 , T0 1 2 ,  T0 1 3 ,  T0 1 4 ,  T0 1 6 ,  T0 19 , T02 1 ,  T02 5 ,  T03 1 , T033 , T03 6 ,  T049 , T504 , T51 0 ,  T524 , 

E - 4 1  



Sect i on  No . 

6 . 2  

6 . 3  

Order Numbers 

T528 , T540 , T543 , T558 , T567 , T57 0 ,  T58 1 , W01 5 ,  W0 1 6 ,  W027 , W03 1 , W033 , W03 6 ,  W050 , W055 , 

W058 , W06 0 ,  W068 , W084 , W134 , W 138 , W139 , W149 , W 1 65 ,  W180 , W203 , W208 , W224 , W228 , W234 , 

W239 , W244 , W248 , W259 , W266 , W270 , W27 1 , W272 , W27 5 ,  W279 , W284 , W288 , W289 , W292 , W294 , 

W298 , W303 , W306 , W3 1 4 ,  W323 , W32 5 ,  W33 0 ,  W334 , W341 , W342 , W346 , W347 , W348 , W37 1 , W372 , 

W37 5 ,  W378 , W379 , W387 , W392 , W406 , W42 1 , W42 5 ,  W427 , W429 , W43 0 ,  W43 5 ,  W442 , W465 , W467 , 

W472 , W483 , W499 , W501 , W513 , W523 , W524 ,  W546 , W552 , W55 4 ,  W564 , W566 , W628 , W63 1 

B0 1 7 ,  B0 1 8 ,  B024 , B02 6 ,  B033 , B03 5 ,  B03 7 ,  B039 , B044 , B048 , B055 , B062 , B065 , B068 , B069 , 

B07 4 ,  B077 , B078 , B083 , B085 , B09 1 , B09 6 ,  B098 , B l 1 2 , B201 , B203 , B205 , B2 1 4 ,  B22 1 ,  B22 4 ,  

B22 7 ,  B229 , B23 1 ,  B23 2 ,  B233 , B23 5 ,  B245 , B248 , B249 , B250 , B266 , B268 , E037 , E041 , E042 , 

E051 , E 059 , E068 , E099 , E 1 0 4 ,  E 1 08 ,  E l 1 4 ,  E 1 2 0 ,  E 1 2 2 , E 1 2 4 ,  E 1 2 6 , E 133 , E 1 3 4 ,  E 1 36 , E 144 , 

E 147 , E 1 7 5 ,  E 180 , E 1 9 0 , E 1 9 8 ,  E 199 , E201 , E204 , E207 , E228 , E233 , E23 6 ,  E23 7 ,  E239 , E242 , 

E250 , E251 , E253 , E259 , E270 , E272 , E285 , E292 , E298 , E305 , E32 5 ,  E32 6 ,  E33 7 ,  E343 , E344 , 

E349 , E350 , E3 5 5 ,  E356 , E357 , E358 , E367 , E377 , E379 , E389 , E39 0 ,  E39 6 ,  E398 , E407 , E428 , 

E433 , E442 , E443 , E450 , E453 , E458 , E462 , E469 , E47 0 ,  E479 , E482 , E508 , E 5 1 3 , E599 , E 6 1 1 ,  

E 6 19 , E620 , E62 1 , E 62 6 ,  E633 , E638 , E639 , E646 , E648 , E654 , E656 , E659 , E 660 , E66 1 , E 67 0 ,  

E 6 7 4 ,  E67 6 ,  E677 , E 6 7 8 ,  E72 0 ,  E728 , E729 , E 758 , E 7 60 ,  E 767 , E786 , E788 , E 79 1 , E792 , E793 , 

E 79 6 ,  E 79 7 ,  1 007 , 1 0 1 8 ,  1 03 5 ,  1 03 8 ,  1 043 , 1 047 , 1 069 , 1 0 70 , 1 072 , 1 073 , 1 07 5 ,  1 076 , 1 0 7 7 ,  

1 086 , 1 5 1 2 ,  1 5 1 4 ,  1 5 1 7 , 1 5 1 8 ,  1 54 1 ,  1 55 1 . T008 , T02 0 ,  T02 6 ,  T027 , T043 , T054 , T057 , T059 , 

T062 , T063 , T066 , T073 , T084 , T502 , T503 , T504 , T51 0 ,  T514 , T524 , T52 6 ,  T528 , T534 , T539 , 

T540 , T542 , T548 , T554 , T55 5 ,  T559 , T565 , T566 , T57 0 ,  T573 , T574 , T575 , T579 , WOO l ,  W029 , 

W087 , W 179 , W208 , W246 , W257 , W258 , W263 , W264 , W283 , W283 , W284 , W294 , W296 , W301 , W303 , 

W3 13 , W3 19 , W32 2 ,  W32 5 ,  W32 8 ,  W33 0 ,  W332 , W333 , W373 , W3 76 , W384 , W394 , W398 , W41 5 ,  W42 0 ,  

W424 , W42 7 ,  W428 , W429 , W430 ,  W434 , W44 0 ,  W459 , W463 , W472 , W47 4 ,  W47 6 ,  W477 , W49 1 ,  W503 , 

W51 0 ,  W5 1 7 ,  W52 5 ,  W52 6 ,  W538 , W539 , W54 1 ,  W542 , W547 , W548 , W550 , W55 1 ,  W553 , W558 

6 . 4 . 1  B089 , E00 6 ,  E 0 1 8 ,  E02 0 ,  E02 1 ,  E 574 , E57 5 ,  E 576 , E597 , E69 0 ,  E 703 , 1 002 , 1 0 1 4 ,  1 0 1 5 ,  W050 , 

W066 

b . 4 . 2  E 1 47 , 1 553 

6 . 4 . 3  B039 , B2 19 , E20 1 ,  E 63 6  

6 . 4 . 4  E 1 37 , E342 , 1 078 , W429 , W430 

6 . 4 . 5  E 1 75  

6 . 4 . 6  T562 

6 . 4 . 7  W152  

6 . 5 . 1 B02 0 ,  B21 1 ,  B268 , E 18 0 ,  E 2 0 5 ,  E223 , E250 , E299 , E32 5 ,  E363 , E374 , E434 , E63 1 ,  E 647 , E 753 , 

E 756 , E 758 ,  E773 , E 783 , E 79 1 , 1 543 , 1 554 , T043 , T069 , E09 , T565 , W 195  

6 . 5 . 2  B02 0 ,  B079 , B 1 08 , B2 1 0 ,  B234 , E 09 5 ,  E097 , E099 , E 133 , E 147 , E 180 , E23 6 ,  E254 , E 2 62 , E309 , 

E363 , E454 , E477 , E63 0 ,  E 7 1 9 , E728 , E 759 , E786 , 1 064 , 1 066 , 1 069 , 1 0 7 6 ,  1 505 , 1 5 1 7 , T03 2 ,  

T077 , T509 , T53 5 ,  T541 , T555 , W258 

6 . 5 . 3 B23 0 ,  B251 , E 180 , E 2 72 , E 62 1 , E658 , E775 , 1 080 , T072 

6 . 5 . 4  E02 5 ,  1 020  

E - 4 2  

6.4.5



Sect ion  No . Order Numbers 
6 . 5 . 5  B042 , BOSS , B056 , B203 , B205 , B23 0 ,  B233 , B240 , B245 , B252 , B260 , B262 , E 061 , E099 , E 1 3 4 ,  

E 146 , E2 1 1 ,  E223 , E228 , E229 , E23 6 ,  E270 , E289 , E341 , E371  , E383 , E385 , E456 , E481 , E50 7 ,  
E62 0 ,  E62 6 ,  E641 , E658 , E660 , E666 , E670 , E674 , E679 , E685 , E686 , E 756 , E 764 , E 7 7 1 ,  E781 , 
E 795 , E 799 , E800 , E808 , 1 07 5 ,  1 553 , 1 554 , T0 1 4 ,  T01 5 ,  T052 , T068 , T083 , T506 , T52 4 ,  T53 6 ,  
T53 7 ,  T54 5 ,  T547 , T57 1 , T574 , T580 , T581 , \/013 , \/2 1 9 ,  \/351 , \/357 , \/37 1 ,  \/382 , \/403 , \/4 13 , 
\/467 , \/483 , \/488 , \/49 0 ,  \/49 1 , \/503 , \/504 , \/567 

6 . 5 . 6  B020 , E 180  

6 . 5 . 7  T024 

6 . 5 . 8  B06 0 ,  E233 

6 . 5 . 9  E 0 1 3  

6 . 5 . 1 0 E 7 7 7 , T075 

6 . 5 . 1 1 E062 , E l 1 6 ,  E 1 5 2 ,  E683 , T574 

6 . 5 . 1 2 B 2 16  

6 . 5 . 1 3 E458 , T539 

7 . 1  1 005 , \/574 

7 . 2  \/575  

7 . 3  \/576 

7 . 4  \/577  

7 . 5  \/578 

7 . 6  \/579 

7 . 7  \/580 

7 . 8 \/581 

7 . 9  \/582 

7 . 1 0 \/583 

7 . 1 1 1 005 , \/584 

7 . 1 2 \/585 

7 . 1 3 \/586 

7 . 1 4 \/587 

E - 43 

7.4

7.9



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 

7 . 1 5 W588 

7 . 16 W589 

7 . 1 7 W590 

7 . 18 W591 

7 . 19 W592 

7 . 20 W593 

7 . 2 1 W594 

7 . 22 W595 

7 . 23 W596 

7 . 24 W597 

7 . 25 W598 

7 . 26 W599 

7 . 27  W600 

7 . 28 W601 

7 . 29 W602 

7 . 30 W603 

7 . 3 1  W604 

7 . 32 W605 

7 . 33 W606 

7 . 34 W607 

7 . 35 W608 

7 . 36 W609 

7 . 37  W610  

7 . 38 W61 1  

7 . 39 W612  

7 . 40 W613 

E - 44 

7.34

7.39



Sect i on No . Order Numbers 
7 . 4 1 \01614 

7 . 42 \01615  

7 . 43 \01616  

7 . 44 \0161 7  

7 . 45 \01618 

7 . 46 \016 19 

7 . 47 \01620 

7 . 48 \0162 1 

7 . 49 \01622 

7 . 50 W,623 

7 . 5 1 \01624 

7 . 52 \01625 

7 . 53 \01626 

7 . 54 \01627 

E - 4 5  

7.44

7.45

7.47

7.53





UNITED STATES 
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DP- 2 . 3  
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PENALTY FOR PRIVATE USE. $300 

FIRST CLASS MAIL 


